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Abstract 


Pie spur posecwol atiiismenest srs) LOmeLVe a CYrtica lianadly- 
oem S) CheORy  Ompelleia s I iCannotl. possibly wi thin 
EMempOulaGSs TOL  Chissessayveedeali with every aspect of that 
Pico ) (ushallatheme rove: COnfinesmny analysis. to those 
tieoreticalt Clagicmeniaueccem Central to Hume s madn pre;ect. 
Mieriamery <cOnceriea@y be weth Hummels claimethat belie 
Peace LOM Calcd tlOte er aSialia ecxaninestivae Claim woth the 
Aimer UEC COVC I Wo) tice inte lirotbality Of “that ic aim , 
JemiUMemeetues Tata ana  2ethe phausibilety of Ysuch a claim. 
Mrecols Cet Mimbo clic bt li by Of ther claim. Sshalle be 
Concer peamanain ly eWwohi bie ‘cOnSsaectency and coherence wath 
Wien sate mC aimiels oa ods ell CONelCerinc@ lus Dlausci bility . 
Deora SlCOk to sre sconsequences and explanatory value. 

Gourde vorinme se theOty Ot pollen “Ss sli1s se laime that pe— 
icw is Mounier more ethan a perception Chat distinguishes 
Teese erloOm percept ons thabeare merely conceived by virtue 
Cie oom OrGCe ana Bbive linesow sie dichinoutohed -two kings of 
Pelee a Thoa@eitrendino preset LNprescesois and that “attend= 
iNew oie iIvelveideass related “tusor associated with present 
inpressdous. Whereas he thought that impressions were belicy— 
ea simply by Virtue Or sthneir force and Jivyeliness “he -arcued 
tiApe in Order Or ine tdeae To haves the force and liveliness 
Teqasiver to Delite FL must be causally related ‘toa pres- 
en imipres si On. 


Humecealsoscleumcde that.) tierTc aise no smpresslOn nor idea. of 
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any kind, of which we have any consciousness or memory, that 
bom OL CONCel Ved fas existent’ ((. Conn Tie cCvemOnlvyed trey 
ENncem between COnNCeprion and Deliet 4s in’ the foreetulness 
OTewratei1s conceived soy belzeved; then Tt follows, that every- 
thing we believe, we believe to be existent. 
IMPS dOCtrIinewvives gives rise) to aimumberyor problems. 
The major problem consists of the question of what Hume sup- 
posed we believed when we had a lively idea or impression. 
Dro wwe believe the wea to be existent ’orn the object ‘the idea 
was of to have existence? In other words, did Hume distin- 
Puls between Ob ;eCts, and adedas of objects, 
tieesececona, propmemers tow Hume, could have: avecounted or 
Die acletnat belvers ware propositional. Beliefs may. be true 
eats UU tT thraebelier tsenothing.morestnany aa perceptLlon 
PimecmiOosmiOt SCCM pOSSiDd ec.) ssPOrcepulons, slike ables. may 
Hom Oecmralce, Only tne Lhiiveseawe: say sabout. them may ibe Latksic., 
ButeHume does not seem to want to Say that beliefs are about 
Pewecuionices le (chaimsuthat weheyeareupencepLelvons . alt does 
HoOumsccie sche. thatawe Could ever ave a talse belver. I 
crete wate hiMmercOcs, PYrOVide cri1lcmia tors tho lrUtCh sand tals i— 
CyeOepCigch Dit tia hiss |USteLEreCatlon, of the “criteria 1s 
inadequate. 
MUSO cit ea Deltet were Nothing more than a perception, 
we would not be able to have the belief that an object does not 


exact. in order to be: able to believe then an object does not 


lume, Davids wi ireatise of Human Nature, cde ib. A. Selby- 


Pigee Oxecord, Clarendon Press, 1968. All cited page refer- 
ences are from this edition. 
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Peto temuStU peapossable, tOrrus POconecive tot 1th asinot 
exist tno 7 lib would not dowjust to conceiveof an. idea as 
Existing, as opposed to, beliévine it. to be. Merely conceiyv- 
PigeOmeale.ded TSvonivera scascor not believing sites Vit does 
Det prollow trom the tact that, 1 edo not believe that an object 
exists what J) believer an sop, ectdoes not exists 

Phese ditimicultiacesemay tbe partially resolved by 4 more 
Sirertul VOOM titemome sor ner aspects, Of hrs theory... sHume!s 
Be OVP OL OD Ccercmrevedtusothdt.any Tdeq). impression. Or Ccomp- 
hex On ideas andmuimpnressions: counts aS an object. However, 
Meas Upeicmt Nate Olly certain ObFects are, believed to, exist, 
A eho Open CMC Otte tiie neolatctonssiney hold. to vother ob )ects. 

Hie eesmeLleOlyeOt wocN Cia leideasSmdid ahi SaconStant prererence 
Comte Nererals LCTIGCNGEUDLODOS1 Glonse lends Support. toy the vaew 
Pi ieeniumcepcweoVvcdua tid NercepuLronsenad Propositional si1enit— 
ieenec. [his suscests. that Hume was) wrong, ito. claim, that 
belie, 25 nothing more than a lively perception. What he 
Shout cuteve mca imedan tSathacebelicohersuthe: propos LE1TOnal ssioni- 
Pircance Of. a lively perception. 

The realization that Hume distinguished between more than 
one, Kind of existence Ssuccests a partial, solution to..sthe prob- 
temocewhetheny wite iS. possible to, believe ‘that an object does 
NOteex Veh. emis snes. DOtweenmthe existences that all 
Obie chsroOT, PeELCeDmIOnuS shave. and the realvexistence that we 
Srtripuce onlyatossome, opiTects. » The ditference between. our 


Conceptiol Ot. ticemitstukind Of existing object and) the second 
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LiNacOnsistSeon the relations which we canceive jthey ob ect 
LomnolomcOCOLier Ob ecto. uelwanoue: that when swe conceiyc, of 
an object as having real existence, in Humean terms, we con- 
Seivemol Vira ()awisOraml anderen cture ib which itehas 

GL taiourelationsmeonotner Ob ects... Whenvwe conceive .of .it 
dom OlahaVinoe veal ewis uence, wwe conceive: of a Larger picture 
Hiewhrchn the loObpectecxistS but where it -does mot have sthe 
relations with other objects. requisite to real existence. 
DHhemCb jee Geis VChus conceived [Of as existang vat the jsame time 
Piae rit ceCONnceIVedsOL a5 not shaving real vexistence: Thus 
Ri weolldasbempOscaple,y ll aroue,)tor ia person to .comcéeive, of 
PVWOmecEurecs On onMODTeCCE a Siaceebyrsivde.) “Invone picture: the 
Ob eeu would thave realyexistence, in, the other, at would: only 
rence uuWiciVe Vice Ont CNeCm LC ListeSephesenGed. dose ii ain 
tote niei Del leneaWwOUld., De —SusSpended:. 

PcwMa (Ole Laweetnelhime! Si stheomy us ithat theioives: novexpba- 
Deron wer Now. tne, Second picture Otvalsob)yect. Only existing 
(Admro Cmiadilo, real sex1s tence) wcoultdeever Nave the wrequisite 
Pence atOMcOnstUCuLe spe Lie hn keds Neither a present pimpres— 
StouiOm Gausal lye relavlonm tOma present iImplession, and. Hume 
Seca iinpressions 2S) the onlyssource of the vivacity that 
Sons rices. pe liveth. 

In what follows 1 shall begin with an account of the meta~- 
Daysitealeunderpinnines sof Humets account, of béelier. 9 1 shal} 
then dealin -chaprer two, with Hume!'s claim ‘that belser is 


Callseq. ana in chapter three, with the apparent 6xceptions to 


(viii) 


Ay) : 7 
7 a lh 
J eatdg 
i ny 
_ 
Mi 


++ Oe 
" 4 ea 
unit? Lad. ha’ terrae alse 
7 ao 
, ver i) 
ae Wi, 
c t% Y ®, 19 
‘ if > ar Wal 
.y A . ;* 
oF 


re 2st ge a dnodukg piel ; teen 
a = — abe 


Cie ee laim And Hume Sv arTrempe 10 —exXpdaine tneésSce Exceptions 
ao weinea cher next chapter se siall exp lal netnercr tteria: OF 
Peer truth and falsity orwpelereas, well Jase examine ;the 
gueaquacy OL that) eratermawane the Just@fication) of the 
Boum CLONS ON Wireherteismpased. In chapter Live ledeal 
oc Che (QucStrOlnOmuwhether Humes theory. Can account: Tox 
inemiact Guha thmosteots ourmbelvetisiar et cia cene ral; nature:, 
andi ein ichaptermisa.@ Iiraise the iquestioniorvhow fare Home?'s 
Gnconyscoesl toward ac countine fortiithe: tact) that; we thave 
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Ontology and Reality 


Insihe Treavisesnume attempts *tG@explain’belicfain 
ferns ef *the?opération of the understanding on the’data 
PResScAtLeartomrr PMPiyorder to Understand his account sof 
Delior r= then,;"itivis necessary, firsts tosunderstand what 
hentook this'data to Consist. of aswell “as what he claimed 
ee Operations of the understanding were: 

ALIMthe operations sof the “understanding, "according to 
ime, @GONSI1St OnELNSPOoCccurrencesor Ppereeptions anda *®their 
HantouUlauron and production *invwaccordances@with -threée@prin-= 
Ceres Om assocration, V¥resemblance, Seonticurttyyand most 
MepOtranie ly meaus epand eruect. = Percepelonscdivide 4inte, two 
Giasses. Binere rare amnpressions , whicihmecomnprehend Yall!) our 
Sensations, epassi ons Fandi "emotions ,.casvthey make therrPprerrst 
appearance tin thersoul’7(pt IjyandWideas, fwhrehtare the 
hae, Wine SeS COR etheSe Ne thinkingsandmreasoning {Gl bid). 
Perecptions may felso be singletor complex 'simple. percep- 
tions tor impressions fad ideas *are (suchas admit of no 


drstimetionimoreseparation’ ¥eThe complex .aneVcontrary “to 
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Eneoc, wana maybe distingugsened into parts” \(p. 2). Simple 
Derecepelons are particularecolours, tastes, and sme) is. 
Conplex “perceptions are conglomerates: of these: 

Hume Claims thattaspanerculars bDutldi1Stangunshab le tastes . 
smells and Colours: Maysunite tO Give US “a perception! of an 
epic.) 1 NO Makar eten ar colon, taste .woresmellearerquali - 
tics "abi United wosether gnethis sappley Sts easy to perceive 
they are not thevsane, biutware at) least distinguishable from 
Scenmonlvet s(t bad. tem but Nets not, very clear wnuawhac he 
Wealsawy particular colour, taste, or smells ~The indica- 
PUOMELCmtiicurcachs OleLher particular  iImpressionss Gould ox 
WOMuinOCCilm- a LONC His tl. Welennou JOuned Loge then wath: other 
Pepwesst ONS Ne ticrappie.. bub Lume amnlosy that (colour 
Pip Ges SOs 1G “takes Ole ns bance. vOOMlOtnCCCULeSeDdnaterana 
pelt son imoressmons Of. Shape and Size. We cannot observe 
Chereoloun Orance sapart, 1rom patches, and dots sand: visual 
Peel dsuOn sOrance..— COlOUL and form jare mot separable in rea— 
iit ye pene cannotsDe  remoVedurrlonnche Others likegan apple 
from ra basket. Accordine to’ Hume, -Iwhen, a clobe of white 
Mar pleyas sresentea, we receive only the iampression of. a 
White COlLOUr, dispos! djin a Certain form, nor are we, able to 
Sep rete. the coloum trom the form” Mpt 25)% 

Colour and formare however, distinguishable by 2 distinc- 
tion of reason. Hume recognized the difficulty of understand- 
Meowiat ws meanu by a ‘distinction Of reason.) ‘since iit 


implies Neither @ dirference nor Separation”. He explains 
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that although at first "the mind wou'd never have dreamed of 
Ctr eu Sine at cure at roOmetne wbody. figtin dy eds Ne ine Jin 
mettity neither distinguishable. anoryditferent, wor lseparable™ 
(eee) CO LOUGH Lie Vconpari sonable yparticulaT. Ob jeec ewath 
Other Similar objects we eventually 

DeClLOetoOedisiane@ulche the siacure trom athe colour 

Dyi a Gi stine@elonron rea sole thaw sy We -COnsdcder, 

the ficuremandwecolour tocethern,, since they are 

imMperieCusctNer same and IndiStinouishap le, but 

Sie wetmeLei eli edi Lereiit a SpeCr ss acGOna in & 

Go. the resenplances: Of which theyeare= suspecp-— 

eb e wee binikc 

Whetheronumesthougchtwathat spartciLeudar adeas: were those 
Pics aNieciaWwecre So Natabwe vin reality 01 those sthat awere 
Clst i otis hap le by avs tic GLO LOLs reason sus s1mportant sonLy 
iMcOrctmas Dattbiculanmsudeas are possible ob ects .oLebell es . 
Picea mle ke epamuncu lar parches Od sred. ore. the: samp Lust 
InpELessioOnsS ~ thet d bawOuUldusScem that one Comour sred could not 
PoeaneooLectuor belaetrs, omly agperticular patch of red could 
bes, “However, .@f those ideas distinocurshable by a distinction 
Or reason ace the simplist ampress tons w then 10, would seem 
Pi teiepolelaliaieGoloul, ala NOt sUst1. pal Glcular patch or 
SOloumecolllduDe, ansObleCt OL Dede, 

Areewact interpretation On Simple tdeds.. 1S. not... fortu- 
Neatei., crucial tothe subsequent discussion, However, two 
Peis should besenphacized. hor Mune. .a ll percent ions, 
Simme Or COMmplex.) ideas ac. well as Impressions, ate ant rcu- 


Teel bas means. firstly. that “the mind cannot. £orm uany 


notion of quantity or quality without forming a precise notion 
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OigactuecosOT cach). lhojees Secondiyy snovoby ect tan appear 
LOMcCnCeSenses Or vin other words, that no impression: can” be- 
Comeepresent, Co Chesmindsa without being, determin id an sts 
Coe rece soto ts Cirallcnry eancegualaty'”. (pen 10) ce ebnus.. sal | 
diecassapresent to theimandvare tulily détermimate and are of 
Some aprecase Quantity and quality; 

Hume thought that general ideas or general properties, 
Strictly speakinwercid Not exist.| He did’ not believe that 
Cie Sane wided appeared an) diiterent) objects sand that this 


WacOUr JUSCITICcati0m for the yudgement. that »two objects 


resell MeG@eolemanouiere suHec belveved that adeas that existed 
foe OMemoMmLeoaceweleOndiitorent andwdlstanct, trom the adeas 
Lic tok Hien vyeOtleramwODieCCeS+ are: judged alo resemble. cach 
GCitciwmmor Decause there, 1S) dinthing by Wirtue jor which they 
foscip lege ach sOther but pecause the mind: nas) .4 propensity 
LOassGetate them. Abstract adeas, or,was Hume calls them, 
Ppeneravoiaeas, 

DLeen Occ DUG spd te LCulamrOones we vanilexed. vOlid 

certain term which gives them a more extensive 

Signitivecation, and makes them recall upon occa- 

STon OUnereingivilduals., Wirenware. Simrmiar CO 

Chen. Gp 7) 

Thus woineacmiteine ecneral ideas. ime didsmourithereby 
Eilat oounts Ontology = iGenerd| vabstract: ideas doenot repres— 
Ciasaneincrease Inethe scenstbLe data “on which the: mind oper- 
Stes instead they ane tne product: Of ithe operation of the 
Povenone Particular ideas and. 1npresspons. © They, Gepresent 4 


Pertotrecanecity that Ehesmind acquires? as, a result "or its 


propensity to note resemblances among ideas and impressions. 
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Whee Hamers cems. to mule, out,1s schespossa.bi lity, that’ a general 
1dea Goudd. ever -bes the: objectnot belaedé. 

Accoxdans co, Hume sbeda cise Nothane. more ithan ayvivacious , 
forceful idea. Any given idea, may be. merely, conceived, or it 
Mayebe: believed. Piheudircerecnce has) to do withthe way the 
Piecas presents Liseliaee When 1t 1s merely conceived, bt spresents 
Pesclieds a pamtroular~idea,wbut not especially forcefully ‘or 
WivecLOUS lyse Mihbea same idea; presented ianjgia. forceful and 
VIVaCLOUS) Manner, 15) believed. Hume thought that the vivacity 
Ciweeciacacteruzcomidcas tuhatware believed arises! as a result 
Cipcuicmexspel pence Ot Cause and CiLiecu, 

HUMer LHOuUCht thal ipresent ampressions, causally ‘related 
LOmlacas transmitted their own Viveactty and torcetwiness ‘to 
Pecalaeawms UNITS scausinomice. tol be believed.) 9 it 15 Amnportane to 
(istics DpeuWweenmene claim that when belmeiwis a vivacious 
Mica a tnrs tne TesuULt sof cause and ethrect, and the further 
SVasiieriatedl) Deller arises: Prom Ccauseuand, Crrect.. | Ihe 
Impressions which, allegedly, transmit their vavacity to the 
idea believed, are themselves beliefs. In this case, he 
claims, "The belief or assent which always attends the mem- 
Sry wana Senses sisson pbiultethe viva Lty Of (Those percep— 
tions they present;).and: that this alone distinguashes them 
Enigmtice Macitian1 On (pe oO )le Whereas she thinks that <mpres= 
STOMme sare athe Cause, Oly Vivacious aideas that. are believed, he 
thinks that we can never know what the cause of impressions 
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AS@eO KLhOSe i mpmess1 Ons, whach anise ft rom.the 

senses.) their ultimate Causejis,. 1mamy Opinvorn, 

perfectly inexplicable by human reason, and 

tweil always) De, impossible to decade with cer- 

tainty, whether they arise immediately from the 

GbyeCt, Orlane produced by the: creative power 

Seetie minds .Oreare, deray'd trom, the author of 

OU ie Di Or ones 45) 
Thus, when Hume claims that belief is caused by a present 
ampressaon, he does not mean that all belaef is caused by 
a present impression. Present impressions themselves are 
mor Caused by present impressions, yet they are beliefs. 
Wiat Hume does mean is. that, all, inferred belief. 1s .caused 
Dye Desc te Tip Lessin. atkatem sh ala sexamiie pts) Claim 
MOVerGabcoumll Wwe amano mabe prescne Ll sshoml dala kKeatoout line 
Clerc tumtCwd) til Gib les tuhat arises. ii) Legare to che, answer 
Pom tive Cc OB Odaw iid ben Une med. Theol sbe tL caIls Case diepre sent 
Im pie SS LON ELS. yd eDe Let. of. 

Hume .¢laimed that only the relation of .cause .and effect 
Counce mia hiGe: 1S OtGCa ine GioLCUCe Salou DLeSen tat Cathe 
SENSES ; 

Peneethen it appears. thaveouwtnose three srela- 

POnsee WeLch depends noe 1pGbelLbe neteuwideas A ahe 

On bweone ss that «cal she, track cheyvond ounesenses., 

and informs us of existences and objects, which 

we do not see or feel, 1S causation. (p. 74) 
That Hume took these existences to be real is indicated in 
the preceding paragraph where he claims that only through 
Causation “can the mind. go beyond what.is ammediately pres- 
ent to the senses, either to discover the real existence or 
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Petetcices 1Ot presente to the Senses . It 1s maturar to assume 
that the present impressions themselves are non-inferred be- 
iors tiwerire Ted le cxi svomme,Oreopyects tral are present “CO 
the senses. 

ites yew "IS eoupportecmby tne sol lowing epassagelin whach 
Hune rerers: "to tie "Impressions or the memory dnd senses, and 
miioee ideas? conmecved sto them by “the ‘reiatiron or ‘cause ‘and 
Pwrect, “as rea limt res’, 


peor eVLOCILeeLiat. Wiadte ver (I's present sca tite 
MeMOG Ve ese air OlUpOne the minide wit header ac ity 
which resembles an immediate impression, must 
become of considerable moment in all the opera- 
CMoOVvoe On tie Mind, and Must casalyeatsitimoauls sit 
hescl PeAabOVve mune mere fiCETOns <Ot, Tne amaoina= 
Gigi = Or Pclescrinmressirans OL 1dedas OL) tite 
memory we form a kind of system, comprehending 
whatever we remember to nave been preseimt cither 
BOMOUW LNLeLicie Der CepLloim OG sseiisics: sdtldsey cil 
ae ene Dai On sel lLestars \ Sein Omen SUD eC en Dive Si 
Siri ness POM Womaicm Diheas \titOnGa Win au hea inity . 
Bite stiet minds tops om Mere.) hor trindine. that 
Worth thas osyStem sor perceptions there as sanother 
Some cerca iia CuUS TON erOle tiem O UM Within DY ~ Cive 

en avon OneCasc FOlmeLreGUL se MtenrOceeds tOmunE 
COiIs@uecration o1 tier ddeas tana ds it reels that 
UVULsSs Iilbedmannenr necessarily adevermal d to view 
these Darticular ideas, anc” thate tthe custom or 
Lowa Glom I OVvaIwhech Vita s determined. saami ts. not 
Of “Che east chance.* at *formns “them sito "ay new 
SVoCeM. Which mit LikewLsewdion teres: With the 
Ciitemot eave eo.e lier mrsteson THES. Sy S Tels 
Use Ne OD) eCunot the Memory sand. senses; “he 
Secondo wire yur emer. 7p. . LOS) 


So there are two Systems OL reality. “The first conmprenends 
abel that weeremember having iseen, Telit “and heard.” * The sécond 
comprehends ail that ws awnterred: from the first system’ on 
fie ass’ ot cause “and etfect.”* Thus, the second’ system is 
pased* ol scausatvon; the first’ is not. What’ 2's’ clear from 


Ciicspassacc is thac the Sort: or belver Hume is concerned” to 
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explain is belrer anwhat isvrealet land hiseicl aimuthat belwer 
amises only from ‘cawsation istreally the claim that the’ in- 
rorved beliet that an “object has*treal/ ‘existence ‘or relations 
when that object is not present to the senses arises only 
from causation. 

mie tdi fhiculty wi thithassaccount’ arwse’st when! we try to 
explain what it is to believe in the real existence of any 
Obyieet,= sensed Yormunsensed. ye The The Treatrse an obyect “nay 
have existence in three senses and it seems that it may be 
Pool, iiwace leaste tworof those tsenses.eh Humes icl aims: that 
UDACHCI ESO AMpYess Lon, norjadealoflanyv: kind, of which? we 
nav Chany “CONSCLOUSHESS OT Menony,y thaia's? nots conce i dss 
Cxamoeen mp. Ob jets Thus, everythings that) cane be’ thought of 
Cols SemLlimnone SEensecaore tice wOordis le@shallisreter “tostnas ‘kand 
Cex Smence asemeretoxist tence: hus se alls oby eects: have mere 
exmsitences 0s Whether! avmerelye exms tine objeet’ exists in’ either 
Of the’ two senses depends: on the’ relations’ it holds to other 
merely existing objects. We do not suppose objects having 
eriteriale existence, nore example, to be *speciticaliy dittfer- 
ent seput@ontvyaiattribute: tow themed uprerent relationsr, 
Connexions, sandidurations! 'siGp™: 68s) 

Theres are itwousenses: int which ™an obj ectCis@terned? al mea- 
liye el CBy ov int uemotyitse place anhonesofethemabovetdes- 
crapede Systems 91.6" bye@virtuetofethe placerat holds*inteither 
the system of the impressions of the memory or the system 
comprising all. the ideas causally related>™tovthose impressions. 


(Casi yasirtiie: oitthestactsthat weattributes tos aneobjectean 
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existence external to and independent of the mind. To say 
fac samvobiect tis tredl: aby wry tuevot ies kola ce win) ‘arsy stem, is 
not to imply that it exists independently of the mind. One 
meveebe lieve sthaitieit Gis enue Gor sanwob ject athatentrbel Ones) yin 
a particular system and not believe that it exists indepen- 
dently “of the mind, eiConwerseiliy jsonetmay take tan 6byj cet nto 
Havewan texistencesindependent) sof themind, eandimotpbel weve 
that it has a place in either of the systems described above. 
Anexample job the: first kind iof belief ais Berkeley 'sbeliet 
that there is no tree in the quad when there is no one there 
Gor percoly ont wee anpohty have Lbedwrewed tthnat Cae twas tread jit 
by wealywe incantsonsy that a twas Gpant toned Tsystemeot  sensa- 
erons, (but rhiave ibelteved that 1t was motiureal tin theisense 
Cham inen sted Sindependently pol gine mind we Anmexample of 
the second sort of belief would be the belief that there are 
Pepueeiauns seven sthoughsonesdid nob mremenber ever yhavineg 
Sec ome. talhius, wehembelref achat “ansobiiecth isi real fin tone 
Ssenseudoes not impbysthat othe believer tbelweves: that 1f is 
rea lL oimethe mothe uasense. 

The question then, is whether Hume thought, when he 
ElaimMed sen atucause gandmer1 cee Couldmintormeus 406 athe ureal 
existence of .unsensed objects, that it informed us of the 
Teaivexustence of lfoby eetsmin Ytherfinrstsense, comsinethemecond 
Senseo sent miismqui vemeleaniiromevhatiHime says ive’ Opetscepti= 
Cisme.une regard Loethe senses § that cause and eftect can only 
THEOTMUUS wOt What “4657eal-inetherrin st scnse seein (OL Scepti- 


€lsm in regard to the senses' Hume argues that the belier 
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iat jobseGcts have jreal.jexistence ~in. the second sense, i.e. 
that they have existence independent of the mind, and that 
they ~continue to exist when. they ane not being, perceived, is 
Pailcowee! tis based. onine luther sensation nonwneasom, (Hume 
TVGMuGeS was (LCaSOn wale “Telation .or Gause, anawettect)ijand, 1s 
GiUcHbCO mc -aChivahy On othewinaginat von Gp i195)". «He sthinks 
that he proves that whatever is not perceived does not exist; 
tha@enovoby ect continues, -to:-exist independently sof the mind 
Wop aa 07 lb) wa eitetehe same Line, she believed t that areasoning 
based, On acause, and <efrect .could iantonm us }of what was true. 
in eous Ping ocuGhaone CO ne bewineatusce shunesckaims Bhat. in. 
What tObLlows, hevis providing the foundation for "a compleat 
SS Gein OuntocEsScrences™® built upon ia Toundabion faimost “enture- 
ly new, and the only one upon which they can stand with any 
Secur MaywaGp. XX) sbhe foundation ume ipuoposes #tLo provide 
Gols bSiteS 20.5 tanse GeOE erULeS wand wprincipLes aby vtollowing 
Guei selieac haims. we may discover vonueycausessand effects. 
Theses, NOt an easy. task. »-Naturalephenomena, sare 
compounded and modified by so many different 
GEmeumetances that ANsOrden tOnanrive abtethe 
deGusiuespoInt, we must careruidy “separate 
whatever is superfluous, and enquire by new 


experiments, wubeveny pparticular.cairncums tance 
of the first experiment was essential to Tt. 


Coe 145) 


Thenauscoveny ofatrue causes requires,careful experimentation 


Tndwobsenvation. Jahume atnainks uathateinacanrying outs these 


ae Proce.) Wumess Lhecwy. Or sneeEx ternal World.) Oxrord ; 


Glverencon Press, *P040, pps B0S5-lPsS-' Price “discusses the 
fallacy of Hume's argument. 
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experiments and observations we should be guided by the 
following principles; Like causes produce Mike effects and 
whenever there is a difference in effect we must expect a 
Gmrcemence In Cause, Weare warned not to draw Conelusions 
Toolman new, CXPCrIMeMes., but to “extend Ou observation to 
SVvem)spnenomenonsot pene same kind’ (pp. 174) and tombe con- 
Seeluby alert tO thevexystence Of compomrded erfects which 
Paso TOM Se Veta sure remlte Palts..Of stieweause. = UlDud.. jen alt 
we take care withour investigation, we may, whenever we ob- 
Service oneLe. LO) De a CONStant, cOnj}UumeLion ‘petween ob JeCcls, 
Winowe Onem kinky "Or ODJECL 1S CONt1ouoUSs, Inispaces and time and 
pUnOmeeOmLNe. Ovlcem kind. conclude thay wierone Kind Of Object 
Pome wets e 10b sale tOtnere 

iis causal reasoning, sa. eOULrous)y pursued.» Informs USO. 
PMUlomeduses I 1llesCauUses are tiOSse: Noagiittes tTelacea CO pres — 
Cen One ss NOs sya tie relation Of Cause, and ecL.tec.:.  lhese 
hoaimMtmEes garensO called DeGause they are part Ot a) SyStemvand 
Meme DeCauscsselecy lave an existence wmadependent Of the mind: 
Pietaecey Calica) sVedsOnhon ume tane@ues, Cal Never COnVInce us 
Cuma al Gere eg 

ine OL lowing passace Pprovedes iurther evidence tor tne 
view that ol inLorming Us «Or what is real, causal reasoning 
Miorms us Of what 1s,true. “ruth and falshoeod consists in 
Gimaereement on (disdoneement ‘either to the real relations of 
iieecrmor to realeexistence aud matter of act!’ (p58): 
Bim@ersimce: 1 tb is alse wuhat any. obsect thas an existence inde- 


pendent of the mind (according to Hume) causal reasoning 
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Cann Cednrormens-of what aserealwinuthatesensciold&, itedid, 
then what was true would consist in an agreement with what 
was false and to believe what was false would be to believe 
what wasetrue.s Thus¢ethesonly,wayiiniwhich causal, reasoning 
CouldmCconcelyvabivyeantorm usforewhatawas, true as a@iaatuantoans 
Pseotgthe real existence ofgan,objectsewhereran objectaas 
Moedla by Virtue Odea toe places in.4. systeme 

Thise radsessMesquestion-of thesway ituwha ech  causalerea- 
soning informs us of the real existence of unsensed objects. 
Hume ssconelusion, »that.the rules governing, judgements .,concern- 
mropcauses mana yeiteets wererthe ondyy ones on which science 
Couldwbe establishedswith-certlainty «wasanotebascdvon his 
fren tiethewvaladityyor anductive reasoning? gHe wass fully 
Gnome Thats inductaveyreasoningecouldgnotiestablishy] theytrugh 
Oiyany, conclusion concerningsyreal existences. ~ Inde eds he 
arPeuccathat~sincen there aspnomecessary connection, between 
give twoukindsy orhopy cets.thoweverportenatheyphave appeared 
ieconqunctionywith cachsotherean, theypasts< theres as’ nog log. - 
Gatedi¢facultyenn sSupposangethatsonermight,appeara without 
fhesothere inathentutures. Hes, conciudeds that; theregwas,no 
Botaona lugustaticataongetorythenmaxampthathevery< objectemust 
havesa, cases) andy that. theresas nosenecessary connectionbetween 
anvyakands.o£ ;objectywe callpalcauseyandsthat,~kind ofsobject,we 


Cad laanneraect: 


ae Kemp-Smith, The Philosophy of David Hume, London, 
Pach@ittanrr ho4o°9 p65, pee a0nen pt 405% 
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Hume recognized that sceptical arguments showed that we 
ieivcen Our cason,e demonstrative: or! anductave, ito ibedsewen in 
paetmreal iexis tencer of obijiects.s However isceptiioa loancuments 
haverea me gliciblcepetrecemonsithosenbelaetss:, wit best). they 
Fen aindiees Us jliwith much ertort on’ ourspartidito suspend them. 
puch ganvetrort, however, can only be temporary. We cannot 
Ss eaten te and ssoGnmrerurl sto Tour Un|UsStin Led beliersy..) ihe 
faet, (nat reason was no efitect ‘on “our judgement any these 
HewvetoeLeCG: HUMeM wo COnGiude that Natures aby anv absolute 
anesuneontroulabbeanecessity whasidetermin! deus Co judge vas 
emis aomlO red tne panicdecteel is (0. gts). 

Hume wished torconvince us ‘that ‘our beliets were deter 
Mince en Oce Dy neasol but Dy, Nature.) Werwould notwexpece him 
ici seO use reason to convince us of this« ("He beliveved that 
Sid Delver Win the existence: of causesywas due to al mental 
PROVeNsiGy sUOmaSSOCIaLCmCcertuain OD PeCOUS tlle Bain OU TCX) eis 
ences lad always been -found in “conjunction with certain other 
SNICetse wit those other objects, “Thus observation’ and 
experience us the (basis or, our ;belwzer an causation. In 
PULeMpDLINe  LONCONVINCe MiSs mt hat, DOlveteresults irom causes and 
SPrrect.sHume utiiazedvehe technigquery that he believed produced 
Pele tea Experience. Ne claimed, _ ice the: source om beliet, and 
he attempted. to cause oursbelier by appealine to “experivence. 
His methodology, then, consists of basing his conclusions on 
hiweown experiences, and anvitane us to see ifr we can find in 
our own experiences anything contrary to what he has found in 
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® 
ee 


pra: ei; 


7 ve el ORE wy" 


, Iya peaeen 37, ae ma pte” yout _ 
BOAT DOT RMS AT OR a i OI dike 
toqeD SF Cero ‘a ' nae errr e | 
od. 026 (ee) bets aaa tuner ‘Fol 2) cone ‘fae 
$¢ 11 Souesg hie Fah sche go’ cel cceiey. 4 
uswi pede he 16 sie Lae aici e: api ter et 4, 

; selmi 4 oo bier ates aed vbaegiie ° (WATuor Seung _ OX 

| 467 G2 ages siPao rd 03 dy Liat > 


tah ise abebted aoe gee tapi wp as brates ‘ech <) 


i2tewey42 te 


wid go9gne Joa SEA Oe Veroaae ee Pod Ween? ton pe 
- at 
a2) 

7 

vi : 7 
ayy 
stich 


coal’ ,atic’ le tie ooeiviipeces aamedy| eeu 7 5 


(iant @ Of ag@b 2a £eeute 40 Sone teses we at tal! od 
-ic age tne 42 sede wis Be Bretedh erebeteds &s yniin 
ist APRTEHD Ay iw eu sara tm ni bous?\ased avewls La 
cs Wt Wass e TORT noe  Uheahee: tahio secon itiw {2soe » a 
0s Tages oul “a cal tp etend Gar 22 chip 
bred. oe oe are} oplabsy! cil eis eu Sonivinsy of pane 


7 
hy Io ver be esha Se idl ‘ow mms basil hoy una note, ny, 


»agagi ak ia oa i mu Sant” rh | | | 
a 7 Coens ne 


<a 
. 7 7s 42 e2 ee 
oh | ¥.¢ i hig no ey i | a 7 


Die >, ae 


nO ei rutasies. 
wi ae} oe) ie 


14 


Hecessarily come to the wane conclusions, that he has. “in the 
Cource: "Or Che mext ‘chapter I shall examine the question fot 
whether, basing our conclusions concerning cause on effect 
Soe Lyaron, OU -ODSeETVavlOMmsrandy CxXpera eEnces:, aie. WOuld, accord] 
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Chapmers 1 
The Causal Theory 


pherCause Ofn~Relaes 

HUMeGRO1VeSmeles TOlLOWanNer detanttionwor aubelaete, An 
CPInIONe, CiepoOrmocltetamayebe Most accuratelyaderin, d, oA 
LIVELY IDEA RELATED TO-OR ASSOCIATED WITH; A PRESENT IMPRES- 
SHON} Pi Dei O) erebciactpehesclaaims .Usuper-addsa nothing, to 
thesicdeaybuteonlyschanees=our manner,of *conceiving) it ,sand 
Seudeoues MaenMoOresSEeLonowandudl iIMelyNet pay LOL)* ple, claims.that 
tncomre lations betweenythe yluively ideayand the present impres- 
SVOledsmalways ‘causal jauwe tind,tromeexperaence,.that beliect 
arises only from causation, and that we can draw no inference 
iTOnmonecwobseeteto anotherwexcept they, bet connected; by, this 
Pel dtd Chua Die LOW) gel ten Setheavavaci tye stOrce,.and strenoth 
Set eaneidea that, commands. ouryassent,to,at, and Hume;seems to 
benareuangethat the Oniverelationscapable. of) producing the 
Feduilsdtesstrencthe force, sandsvivaciey.j1se that of, causation. 
Thepredataonsy of resemblance-andscontiguaty mayacontributesto 
the enlavenineyorpansiadeag, buds whenasingle;thear antiluence 
1s very teeplegand uncemraini’) ip. £00)...4;Wheres these rela- 
CIOS. AriectiwUseWealave Varpitroridys sand?ot, ourfmere .cood- 
Wil) andspdeasure! albad<y), bring to«mind.the,ideax,, They 


serve only to augment the force the relation of causation 
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Sives tOFan ideas they cans never ‘be avsubstiutute for it. 

Tie velation of Causation, Inecontrast,. necessitates, che mind 
LOspass senOMad ipreseltuampmessioneto a particulary i1des yi lt 
PS elu S Necessity what) distanouishes the vivacaous ideas 
involved: ini belie: fromimhose other vivacious ideas that have 
aerpeebie and uncertain | anftluence. 

We must keep in mind that Hume’s claagm that belief arises 
Ody, £rom Causation 1s a claim only about belter in causes 
aiereal sexs tencese that are not present: toythe: senses. Real 
ObveccsmtNat wares present, torthessenses sarerbelieved, i1teseems, 
Sipl ye vevairtucsor thes torce and vivacity with) which they 
presen enemselves. But our beliefs imeneak wobpyects: present 
POmeiowcoeCiSes  accOrdunegroulumne. provide the toundat ton: for. 
Sievers allie ted beODMeCeSuMOt wD rCSel UelLOmEney selSOS a ReLier 
HiceoalmunsensedrobjeCGtus stakes place swhensit he »vivacd ty -Od oa 
presente eimpress 'OluisSs CranStemmeda tothe sdea associated with 
tie echilivening 2t, and thus commanding, our assent. However 
fhe per1ter in “aneunmsensed object doesmnot arise until the 
mind associates the ideas believed with the impression, and 
thas ASSOCTALION «1SpnOcecstapaaushedyammedizately.. “lt. takes 
place only gat termithe mindehasmbeenitnepeatedly toresented with 
one kindof dob) ect for simpres Sion heonjyoimed iwuthtanother. 

Befemwd, that tan jimpression, from which on its 
first appearance, ws can draw mo conclusion. may 
arterwardsabecomeatthe (toundation ofebel teh; 
when I have had experiences of its usual conse- 
quences. We must in ‘every ‘case have observ'd 
the same impression in past instances, and have 


founds? tntosbeveorr) orn tdiawiathigs ome hot her. 
impression. “(p. 102) 
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Humesconciudesatnom here «that "lis wthe present, impression, 
WirciatsstO ber considercd as the true and real ‘eause of the 
Mica wrance Or tie. Dellem sc enatmattends: lt! 9(ubtce ls 
Civen, What HOMeS ssayarapoOuL causes, -—Lhismconclusion 15 
cect able. 1 Onde m rom tole KindsOf Ob pect Vor, event! to 
cause another they need to have been constantly conjoined in 
Piewpdst.  bUc UNerc am s.e Dy assumption, MO CONStantu pase 
SCNnjuUNectION between Navine a present Impression and havine a 
Deticl alee) Unsenseasopject. It 1s Onlyvatter experience 
as aves USSU ad lacoscdueilGgesi. solide) SUC a; Delwer OCCUrs:. © [he 
Selsce on tne abOVe Dassage 1S that even though we are beaten 
geaduasn DY tie Same penson three times,in a row, when we 
Deavercaduash with him the: fourth time we are not necessarily 
G@etewmmimed. CO, DelIeCVeene Will, Dedt. Us. tndu time as) well. 
SUGHieoebpelict. takes: dit Chiles longer tO cS tap lush sreself. 
Humemaoes:, DOL aiStimoulsh= Deaween a Causal relation and 

Cicer at. Inet sSwCLint erOn On aecause ne claims 
inact One Kind: OF OD)}ece Causes another only it the mind is 
Hereimincd to pass. Grom ateloscne: Ouner. A Cause Ais 

An ‘object precedent and contiguous to another, 

And SOpuntuedwille themamnaci tation. thet. the 

idea or the-one determines the mind to form 

the tdea Or phe Otner and, the impression of 

the one to form a more lively idea of the 

SVE Oveepe Mea amelie) 
Dime does not thinkythat ob ,ects exist apart, £ronmwthesmind., 
Tee would pesinGonsis tent. of Nim to suppose that the causal 


relation was independent of the mind. The causal relation, 


Reminds, dSoa mere: passage of “Che mind... An object ais a 
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Pauccroimy a1 TC produces, this» passace ot the mind.) and at 
1s found to be a cause only after we have repeatedly made 
tue appropriate’ observations. 

In not distinguishing between the causal relation and a 
union of objects in the imagination Hume presents us with 
Cee CELeMely Iilphaustole theory. ‘SUpPpOSe that fOr malt OL 
fits ire a man went to sleep every night =wefore the sun set. 
iS) it plausible to suppose that he would believe it only set 
ame tie? tame: “Westarely experience .4 Constant con ;unction 
Oiealy two, Objects. We donot Stay around to notice the 
Souscaucnees Of “IMDLeSSTONnsS, We Dldik, Gurl our Wedd, talt 
Creeper veTOLe. tile CliceUls Ol dIMpresstons WCCuUn., “bE Delrecrs 
Pepenued Of .revularity Of ObSe€rVation we would have Very tew 
Ope ticenm. Alld 11 CauSal relations depended on Such obsérva-— 
feouse =tnere would be wery few Causes im the world. 

Pits sume: Seaccoult OL Deke rats: One LWO COUNLS. Hue 
fatto tommlaintain that wien One Kind of ObJeECt Causes ‘another, 
CiewCD ects OCCU 1 CONS tCANU@ CONJUMeCLLON. HO d0es NOtewant 
Lomiariudiinr eilauethe presence AMmpressaon sor One Kind Or .ObPeee 
ro ound 1m coMstane COnjJuNnctiOon Withh-a Beller in another 
Prmarat wilisensea objec... But he dees want to Hold" that pres- 
eViwmipressTOns aid pelicts aremidentical with objeces.-. [his 
leads to the following dilemma. Either he must withdraw his 
€laim phaGipresemitimpressionstane theecuase yet mbelrvet pywor 
heimust revise his definition of causation. _\However, ‘1f Hume 


Ciaimewthat present impressions: ave mot the causes of beliets, 
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but=maintains that impressionsvand) beliefs arevidentical to 
6byeeLesuwhichvexrst tonly tanithe mind }ithenshecmusteadmit 
Chatethowe }are nos foreateleast verystewe causes fin the world. 

This dilemma could have been resolved if Hume had distin- 
sumshed between objects and our *impressions, and ideas of 
ehpeets snl fitheshadsconceded/thattobjects have | anvfexistence 
independent of the mind, then he could have maintained that 
one kind sof object causes another whenever that kind of object 
SCecunse ii (eons tant congunecionuwith tanotherakind, Mbutethat 
rnipLesss Tons OaresnOtmtne fcauseor  belmefs sei Heywouldthavedhad 
Lo sive wpohisiclagmetiatubelvervas bhemresult ciiour obser- 
Vaeronmon a, causal irelation=between lobyvectseebutrethis (claim 
Sou Me bemciven Upp tierinesginephetface on thetrachethat swe 
Somiaveroountlessabeltetis that dosgnotedependmonspasteobserva- 
Bron TOamLhoeconsStant Conjunerion oryob jects. 

Hiner seb leniche, havesmaintainedtinatibel Ler iistthe conse- 
guencenot, onr obséervetionsiobethetconjunction .f*objectsis fand 
whenever we are concentrating our attention on those objects, 
dae ewnenmevermunereii1s No Inbertercucescucated by atherblinking 
Gfecyes for turning ofehead ametihus® Humes etheory gis tsaivac- 
able, but only if his claims are considerably weakened and 


Giivert seers willemgeto distinguish between the iandépendent 


lWe SNOuUliwallOWethetsCatce ac HulewcCeortines slut. tS poss. ble. 
Pteisspessibile, that an. tne pastawe have always motice two 
Kings OL 1mplessctons In cONUStant CONJUNC LION.  HoOweveKmait 1S 
bnlekelyetnat this would ever occur regularly ‘enough to 
Setisny our intuitions On what a cause 25; 
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existence of objects and our perceptions of them. 

Before leaving this topic I should like to examine some 
DLuereoOSSibilitiessas tolwhat the cause of belivet. jas Hume 
des@ribes it, might "bes, Several “answers could be caven. Hume 
Claimed that when belief occurred,.a new impression, the 
impression of necessity arose in the mind. This feeling, he 
Ghaimed Lis nOthingabUuG an winternal impiyess von, of sthe mind, 
Cietererii nat Loe ‘carnysour thoughtssrnom sone Gpyect: to 
another" (p. 165). Now Hume could have retained his claim 
that belief occurs when the mind is necessarily determined 
Lorpessert1Oly ONC ZOD CCl LOvanobher, jevenwit eheycannot show 
Piamerhi Sapassage, Oty the Mind Tesultsstromeour observations 
CMeevemeOl cc AliasCONnjUnc LION S01) ODA ects. Selnatact ws tNe.pessi— 
batweeyeuecnains that lites. this fecling orunecescary udeter— 
ai eeOnet hats. theecause :Of edie sae 

Timtcmpossi Didtiwseensyrather aber acuigre. Til Olt sO. tute 
TAG te Cid lnec ie, Appendix, Humeymodiiaes thise claim. that belier 
BicoeuOtiigige Dut aaMOne. Vivid and eitensemconcep tion: Of aly 
iccat opp amo 170) See Tealaved what emanyivivid. aidsintense 
iecaseuror, example, hallucinations and poetical fictions. 
were, not believed. ..He claimed that this was because, beliefs 
Sctuaddy feel different. 

Westy .wcheretone Mmecnc lide withat belvef consists 
Werehy INecvcCercain veelune Or Sentiment, if 
Ssonethine,wtheate depends not ton. they walls. butmust 


arise from certain determinate causes and prin- 
Giples) sxOja whi chmuewareanot theymasters.. (ps O24) 


“Hume does not think that we can explain the Cause of impres- 
SHolcw pen. abOme) eu sinus, owessnouldynot expect hime to be able 
fomeiver an account of the cause of this one 
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He thought that the "determinate causes) and principles” ‘from 
which this feeling arose, were the same as those that produced 
ie Impressron Ob Necessary determination. to wit, the prin 
plese On CaUsarlOone ) tars lalsable to suppose, tien tia t 
theyimpressio0n Of Necessary determination 1s what’ transmits 
mie a celing “pecultar tombelver to,the adea believed. 

Dut. Humes Claims thaw this teeling Ws "rot the cause of 
Voere eit es omWid oc Onst titres: it. slimrtywere the cause re 
WOuld COlsts Ul Oin SOMC™Ob)eCCLe Ins CONJUNELION withthe idea 
Detlcved. SUL Hume Ss ddamane that therteclking unique to 
Perrot ts noe distincuisnap le trom thevrdea concerved, “By 
oo wicmica Suid ell slow NOLedasSeparatre, Oblecct (al enonorert 
Soe otiIrOuLSha Dc. LiSUppOSCsn DYsa di StANCG LGN Of reason):, 
Pesto jen ene rcOncepEetTOi pr esenced sCOmUS Inv am modi i ed sway. 
SiGe memere TS iO or 1iMnesSsn bIIheCnS Tuy. Or Viivacaty apart rom 
Cie wegrecmurOn, stNescm quali tres si GCanwner ther eause the: Delve: 
nor pe the "eta ect Ob some Other Gause. It can only “be the 
meio CONceMmuerOnmenat cal DemCauseds. tt) 1 Css: "Caused . 

errs tserit possip tes; nowever vO earcue that tire Winpressron 
CawiCeess ty el ceullCTGAUSc Ol the mee lI lng pect! far to pel pet. 
Petre teeling peculiar vo belwer~ were logically =drstince 
from the feeling of necessary determination, and if one other 
SGnirtron Ls Met, tiemia non-cinculLar account af “the cause of 
belief could be given. The condition is that Hume distinguish 
between the causal Yelation and our belief that’ one’ thing is 
theseause of another. If there 1s no causal relation without 


menecessary determination of the mind, then, 2f belief is 
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caused by a necessary determination of the mind, there must 
be a determination of the mind other than the necessary 
determination alleged to cause the belief. But such a nec- 
essary determination would havewas its effect) another’ belief, 
piigdmebhne, cause on that belief would bevanother necessary 
determinatironyvor? the mind.) \Wetwouldethustbexinvoived=ainwan 
SO Sri smiae regress.” TReSELeovess Ha smnOr teen one metOr ates cens 
Musto mamcce LidtesUelmamTeCerTess “O1g@celings O©lmecessary.dceter- 
Mita tVOnmexais USeamUInLSSSy we Make ardistincislone between che 
Causaierelation andytheynecessaryedetermina tion: orl the imaind, 
then, we cannot civera Satisfactoryreexplanationmoitmthescause 
Srmoclmet, Skilovevens) a tiumetwmakes thegbaldm afpunsupporrced) 
Chane that@apcause 1s 

aneobjectiprecedent andyeconti1sueusT tomanothexr: 

andawinere wal Wether objects: mesembring they former 

amen laevdgin “agi kegr elation of) priorihy Vand 

Con taLoliutyaicOsunhOse Ob eGus.thaueresenbl orche 

hamrere apse Lez), 
VovenmnesdoesmoLtacourse, ibutehe, meansmby emt othatychis? relation 
Lakess piacere ingthemmind set feherwhadmotaimedh that* suchwairela- 
Pronemayeocceur outside thetmindse.andiaet hechad-madetthemurther 
(insappertedjechaim=ethatmthes@tecling Cftnecessarvedetermination 
feplocrcabilyldistinecteinomn, tandideessalways*oecur in conjune= 
POM itn bel Let. mt hence cOulLde have ckaimedm@cthaty the Leehi ne 
of Mecessary determination was ithe cause of beliert. However, 


he would have then been faced with the problem of convincing 


Usmengt the feeling was Poctcally distinct from the peeling 


>This regress was pointed out to me by Bruce Hunter. 
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Poculuar tosbelier. # Unkess it Sometimes: occursy oper ti rom 
the belief and can be identified independently, he would not 
Demapve £OudO this. = Andsait ius mot Clearvarom anything fume 
Say cea iracl'such ay feeling ever could oG¢cur apage, from the 

Die teise te 


Piene,yswanolLherspossibmurty a) Theyset” or fobsery ations 


Phateoweimakenwhenswerrepeatedly observe ‘eonegkind? ot vobyect 
PoecoOnHuneLlonewatheanothersaspi1tseld joney kind?’ of) oby eet or 
Cventoep eer hapsmauume shoutd@haveysaldmthatichas Setloreobser— 
VoatVonsmi(alwayse foundjany conjunctaon! wah belavert) pisethe 
Couliccnon Dodg crease hasiasyy orrcourseseistilbeassumane that ~@ 
Gausesmay?) cxastiandependent ofthe mind.» eihisrcilaam would 
bewione eceepiapilegthan themclaimethat the feelingemotpnecese 
Seuvecererminataonias themeause ofp belicrabecause? Hume would 
Rote Wame comexplariehows the fee langroetenecessaryadetemmina- 
Pironecoc lds bevdistingt fromebeliteres However. onutiiseaccount 
heewoutdamotebe abilet tohaccountyiommbhesreclings peculiar to 
belief by referring to some other impression that communi- 
Cateccetiicmrce! 1 noe LORE BUI thiseismnorrsuch ameréeatpdraywback: 
itms preferable @itmseensh¢ ca menmitos pos iuteme) somes othicr 


Spscurey andsunedentitgapleyteelingnas atsasource. 
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Uncaused BOMMCES Panda V iVac vous Non- Beliefs 


Even if’ we allow that Hume's’theory of belief is: intended 
Pomc COuntwonlyetom the: beliefsewet havewans objects or real 
estencese there seems te pe allarvernumbergot those beliefs 
that are produced by other sources. We tend to believe 
Plingssmerely “on thevbasas. of others opanions,wor because an 
iMeammas Decne repeatedly’ presentedhtoaus mor, halthe case of 
GUreDertTer Ane themindependéent continued textstence*oLreobyects, 
bieouoneae kindVofetrick® of* thes amacsinationeands reasoning? from 
aiesLoey., Sinethercaseofamadmen. thoser* looser inetionss that 
have (iewr Same Int IUence ase the Anpress vonslofmtie menoryy sor 
Cicer concimstonseorrthetyudgment’ (per i269) aver produced: not 
Prone causation’, buterrombanalextraordimary, ferment ofethe 
baood and? spiritsY® (ibid): 

Vetaluneceisyanhsasvent "that beliemanritsestonly tromecausa- 
tionvesliaceilonoParvunentiherattenpts mMotconvancetus: ‘thatwbe- 
ier eouldi never arise ttromeany other relation. ‘The candidate 
relations arceresemblancew and’ contacuity.” Buteherciaims 
"there iS no manner of necessity for the mind to feign any 
Vescnbpiinelands contieuouss objects ; and) 1fvat efeiens. such, 
there Msmacrlittietnecessityeicr 1t) always) tomeontine atselt 


tothe same without* any difference or variation" (p. 109). 
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Belief, he thinks requires some 'manner of necessity' in 
ergce@.COOCCurvand CcauSationjis the only relatiom that) can 
prOVade Vthi se Of -coursesehume could have been wrong in 
Lntikinghthatsecausationm1s: the onlysrelavvone that could 
Cause belter\ i buteghesemdd noe! thrinkihe twastwrong’ He *showed’, 
Or thoughtsthat hemshowedvythatithesrelatronstof resemblance 
and COnbrouity couldynot, by ithemselves jieive rise to belief 
ane. Ehate onkyvethemuelationsOfecausation Beould: 

Kina tehume ydoesmido tstirelaxihis.criterfa ror twhat *counts 
astiaerelationnofecausation. Hemdoes sGhis Vine Gwoeways . 
Prusely, sucgal lows ethatiweimday believe somes things usimp ly #be- 
€Causcttiey fare 1connec ted Winsome Wwayewithrother beliers ‘that 
jueresused se inonsexamp les iwemmught onedulousmor what others 
Eres wcimphy, because tie hasehbeensoun expervence that thicy 
Collect 1s true film svehtacease werwou ldehavermno direct 
Gatscaiweason tor believing what theyahadetold us, even 
thouch@iweamUchG@ahave fa %Causalvreasonm@ronresbe 1] 1Tevinge "something 
elses VElatecicyranre avreliable SOUnCEROMMIntOmmatilons ror 
imstancemae Hen aisoeallowsmihat iwer havewasGendency "te \acqu ive 
Debbie BenGwoOuamnerepetutlonewhene te 1Sseno0t. a repeated con) unc 
Ciromsopeoniiect sm tha tiwerexper tence; 

Msimlitars, Gbywthe terequemt Inepeticgion wf their 
lies, come at last to remember them; so the 
fudemneiktyy OmMrat hem the tinacination, Hbyethie 
iike means, may lave adeas. so strongly imprint— 
edhionm: ite kandiconcenyc Shhem Sim tso-46l a. bveht; 
that they may operate upon che mind. in the same 
Nannie withiathose, whiichithe senses” memory "or 


neason present. to ws. ~(p. 117) 


Tiitoakiid of habit “on Many Occasions prevails over that which 
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etisece trem ther constant and) inseparable undons of» causes and 

edice tia ps) 116). 
nl pthosesopinvons “andymotaons: ofy things: ato 
which we have been accustom’ d) from our infancy, 
taken suchrdceperootewthata (taseimposeapl ea tor 
us, by all the powers of reason and experience, 
FOvecradicatemehen e-andethisehabi tenoteonlyeap- 
PECECICS IM, UES minT mence. but evens oniumany 
occas 10nsy prevails overythaty which, arases.i1xro0m 
the constant and anseparable union iof ‘causes 
ant ge tel 6 CALS at ip’, eal Gy) 

Humesthanksatha® Trepetataonscounterptertss thesetiects.of 
measonines from cause andyeffects\, lt as_abientor do. thisabe- 
20sec 7ts1s, the basisi ot, 0uteereasonings fromecausc) andweffect. 
Metered |) ours Delve fan thateonelabeione tswestabdu shed» as a 
Pestitwone hepearediyeobservingy the samee phenomena) Much ‘or 
StUGHN One el hes) Ohe nepetataon ands Ourecredencelanest heyopin- 
fOnsmOt OlLnerss, Yte ist tore this Peason, Hummel warnspuss that 
we <annotyplace: too,muchs credence, on’ beluers, acquired through 
education : 

as its maxi nsrarecha requcnelyy Comtirar yat om meason:, 
andmevyenm vOmtiemsSeLyes insditrenerc times and 

placesauat ase neversupony thatwaccount recorpnazed 
Dyer LOsSOnleds., tho) Perea) Gylt De wbuUTkt al 


mostaon thensamestoundataonker custom and mepeta - 
LiOnN as Our Treasonings  ErOmecawscs andPertects. 


eo ee 


Itedas* because Hume thinks: of repetition: as: a kind, of) causa- 
tion Whuid tron alanosty thes same; Foundation age) ar as our 
reason ngs. irom cause and? Gitecty uthatehermaintains, hissthesis 
thet belief, does arise, only from causation. 

Tha sachnesa sen spadlsoymaimtainedsim Humes spiexplanataon, of 
thes source, of our belief an the andependent contanued exist- 


ence of) obj cctsep ele explainssthat, alithough, there aresno 
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proumd> ehowethat bediveiein direct icausal reasonine. causation 
is responsib le tior Tour *belter tin ethat ahadiveposes us: tolmake 
Cepvain Tinterence’s’ based om analogy .oulThus spropens1 ty ach tthe 
mind to reason from analogy is the result of its tendency 

uo Make (causal “intkerences even’ whemtit recognizes: ithat ithe 
Gey ce methat 1sithe basis of oumuintierencetis- not) exactl ys imi - 
BewavOsOb eet sSawethave Obsoer Veda “thetpast tne B42 jaugeln 
Cirs Sense yeasoning Lrom analogy 1s fatdertvative of causal 
mrerence. WiSincéesoum bel ref lin ithe “inidependént feont inued 

ecm Seeuece LOR Ob seCtiSs “involves altkind ofvreasoning by analogy 
perro) Sra rs nous vrne Humeks mands Ganvexcep tion to the 
Glaimithavtablnbebertarises  fLromvcausat ion: 

Aime sa GsoimMaiitains this pehesis twhenthesexplains twhy £1¢- 
BeebOUSwtUCasTdO snot ehicit fon belieny Phutistbecause they 
Vomnouenave thane rsolidityctandmrorce' sthatearises oromimeason- 
mosenneonmecausation. + However, when they are mixed with ideas 
(nateare=pelievedsthey have mone initvuence on therimnagination 
Goeel2 2) SPPbhus, (tie Cendencynwelhavetlowaccept themeismka 
direct result of the connection they have with what is caused. 

Humes seems to have takenethe beluefs ,ofemadmen to be an 
excepenon stonthe rules ViLPisepossiblerthae® heeconsidered 
thes Pexception unworthy wot seyvousTconsidépationiegArter lati, 
no one took the beliefs of madmen seriously, and Hume was 
mostvconcerned with beliefsithat people do\takexseritously. 
QnemindP@eationtotuthiseis thasehe: dzidhnotthothenstosexpiain 
thiseapparenteexceptiony exceptmio sayythateitiwastaniexcep= 
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Cree lOCdmandt spirits (pr e275 )e 

nas, nelaxinice ot the crateriarifor what, count saeasira 
Delica that wWst theorésiilt, of Gausations raises! Some probienis 
Towne. He mustiexplains how 1tlhs ishat ibeiaet that’ does 
not involve a causal inference creates the feeling of neces- 
Sew PdeCterminatilonsithate disttinculshess belueriandymakess us 
Boel NCeitaim OL Ga Wemhane: been Ted towbelieve by Hume that 
Ene Necessaty: Of) theladeas bela eved aris estdues tosithe neces- 
Saye Wa Che whi Che Ches minds muste pas Suir onueehic! Gmpressd onl or 
SncwoD)] Sole itomtires idea iofrthelot her: (Bute theres asi no neces — 
Sa lyediecrence wnvolvedt anuithe: case, on repetition. or accept=- 
ice Mire sO noms Ore Others: § It eromlowse'edithe mi thatebeliens 
a isanom ion ropetrtoms or Opinion feel mia tperent® irom 
DereLerSwc simon tr OMe cauSsat MOl. wor thats repetmulon and 
SPantoOnmere Capable Of producine thessamesitec linge Ornecéssa ty 
aseteause) and elects, 

ister Cle Coase arch One TOME repel lunoleaecls di mrenents from 
Dela eCTSeanl since. Lrom causation, thenetihey oucht® tor ibeleaqsily 
Sieslineuishabies Woancesbeliversebaseds only onvrepetitionsand 
hier Opantonshoieotherssmayewell be false, we ought to be 
ablentomda scovermhichebeliersY thosepare One thesbasase or 
their feeling. Anyone who wished to hold only those beliefs 
phatehads thevproper*eausa libepinnangs*wouldspelabile tomre)ect 
uncausede bellerse onvtherbasiseor) theireteedingvalones® his 
Ls not possible, however... Education fas the same, intlaences 
as aGause ond .ertect... It “not only approaches 1n its influence, 


but even on many occasions prevails over that which arises 
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from the constant and inseparable union of causes and effects" 
(p. 116), and repetition "may operate upon the mind in the 
Same manner with those, which the senses, memory or reason 
Dueocut to us. lt followsstnat,~the- only basis forsreyect— 
Pee beule? wouldebemiunemractethat jt dtd sob farise wipro 
Pause cand Cf rect. wAndwnOL stne tact. that ttudrdenot shave .ne 
moduvsaute preel ingot necessity. 

iforepet Levon producesethessame teelime as cause and 
PELCCt Ligscens what theyprocess that resilpsiem our belrer 
in the independent and continued existence of objects does 
aoe Wine But the connection of sthis process: wrth the ye ka= 
miotOmme al SC cand cenreGl aS. 4 of ary sind ipeet One. Sales. & 
iswoased only on reasoning tromyanalogy <and’ not) reasoning 
from cause and Sieecte: We twould. expect £t,, then? to be 
weaker than beliefs that were directly induced by cause and 
Cae cte SN eColthis Delle Ts ONG wii Glued IMosec 2.1 mankind: 
SoU seve pil LoOsONiers chemsel Ves.» 1Oueune wot caLest, part (On 
Piel fumes. ap. 1200 )eare- convinced Or ew Neumust conclude 
Pet acic= process. thatwleads tovthus bpelver produces the wsame 
roCclineswas cause and eftect . 

Hume's original grounds for claiming that the relation 
of cause and effect led to certainty was that our mind was 
Necessarily determined .by that relation to believe... The 


feeling with which we conceived the idea was such that we 
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courd mot bDelicve otherwise. Bute me the feeling produced 
by the causal “process could be) replicated by other sro- 
Gesses, why should” wemnot proclaim the beliefs that result 
from them to be equally as certain. Why should not the 
Maxims Of education, (that cannot be eradicated ‘by “ald the 
power so OP TCdSon, audrexpel tence”. CONStITULe prLoots, | Are 
Liev Gt) JUSt has Treerrrom, doubt and, uncertainty as. areu— 
ments based on "cause and “effect?! We cannot, by reason, be 


Convinced= thaG DelicisrariSing,t10m Cause and €rrect are 


ole #iebholvVabtOroe. Erie thalanol ters mai goto snrom cducatLol. 


Pe noveier Treason norm teelimice ;cCan convince us, why should 


BOC ee Let Se Wrtimthes 1equisate teclins, be cqudally as accept- 


aoe regardless Jor thelr esource: 
Hume explains that, 

do mcuuca trol el smal at Clie) imei mrOnw salle GUY a.) 

EAuSeC and aS LUS Max iiswane: trequeneby —COltrany 

COmreadson. sand even ‘to’ thenselves: in ditterent 

tole s Mania places . hts Neve te Upon wnat aC COUN L 

CeCCOvIUZ 3d" by Din LOSOpNenS. YUP Ly) 
fhe*answer 1s that. the maxims of education .ilead “to contra- 
Pretrons sane spellers that, result m2 romcauserand -errect: do 
Note oe claim elds Deliersmtnat erestlG mi rOMmecause and 
effect do not lead to contrary results could have two 
pessapeewsources.) Hume may just bewhelping -himsel t+ toy the 
ASS umeTomet hat gthemesri sinokcontrani ety tom causes: tinathic 
womb, Fandeint erring ¢hrom that jassumptiion, that ibelrets 


ars Wire etnomecauserandwetfect: Gand mot ijusit sappanentiy 


arkeinie, from (cause candieffect) jareineverm contnanyirto teach 
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fo eae liemiohtibe  -bascdvon thepobsemvationut hater he. pact 
pevicirs pased,son case andverrect, were not, as’ a matter of 
HiGwmecOntrary (0, each Orhner ws It. as hard) to. believes toat 


Hume could haye made thissobservation. “Attempts, to base 


a 


reasoning on causation often lead to incompatible conclusions. 


New toaink that this 1s specause, at, léastesone o« othe. Conclusions 


tombaseds Ol apparent, causes. rather than mealycauses..) But 
EViseconclusiOns can only be bascdyonu the assumptions shat 
Prete Seno ,cOntrariefryenn, hatiuress Unless weyeccepo that 
Hoinewaotieed (thareall belvers based om reasonimo strom cause 
doasCiiccte were compat piLen we Must COnClUude  thatwhis, £4 hub 
Piet oe hinds Ole reasOninde1 Sa based sOl the sassumpil Onwon ab 
Bie Cel OR CONML Al Cty EL Ota Catice si. 

In sHume's discussaon of belief, then, wescanidiscern, the 
following claims: 

Webel Cte oN Cer lal sii thems Cisec a a dba Wwe cdie Neces Saq 
mly determined, to, concelvevan idea An. departicular manner, 
Viwewi th aetee ling Or laSsurance. 

(smoothes relaticnl ob Cals eran sent eer. proudlces 


eertain peliets. 


Zan apparent, cause OF aneapparent erirect asesomething that 
terraken tonbe®atcause oreeticet bysvirtiue.ofepastecoen onc- 
fis 10 Our limited experpvence, bul which as not mealla ca 
cause because wider experience, including experimental test- 
Moen accordance with the rules by which to judge: or ‘cause 
and effect would not maintain the previous simple conjunc- 
(jon For example, it might appear to me: that ai broken fuel 
pump 1s the cause of my car's failure to start when the real 
Pouce is tiat the carburetor is dirty. 
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Va Ihe same feeling o1 scertainty, may also ube produced 
Mecources: that .are.only.simmiar to, cause and ertect or are 
eounected ko it an some way: 

These claims would be compatible if Hume had claimed 
Piel sounces that were Onda similar: tomor connecctea with 
Cause and efrect. produce the: same feeling ws that. relation, 
Oitbye ih, arlesser decree; sic would: theme abe tor clann thar 
beliefs, based on Cause and ertect would! be stroneer than, 
and OveTride, those arising from other sources. ‘The problem 
Mee tiat he admits that those beliefs m0b arisame from cause 
Shee a GeoCt DEEVal ly atl “Limes yover tnOsScuria tao. «Admit tame 
Fons. tie Stronevest claim Hume could make woula™ beythat for 
Biewiocte pattrthose Delicrs arising Viromecause ana et Loct 
ahemceuroncer and Chusmpreva Wl Ove tnose vali since Ome orner 
Scunces NOY WOUld this claim be weds Togmnaintiain. 1 t coud 
Demorciedetiat LOY Chesmosthpart=inanikingd es cOnvineed. OF the 
Scie inued sand independent Ex itstencorOr Onjieces . sand since 
Piatepe rer does NOt rarise as: /asresube Ol Necessary. causal 
Merecrce wiLtwis not thes Casce. that mor tne most spare Dbelvere 
Gasiic tr omecause, end Ci1e6Ct, are istvonee:. 

Even so, Hume does seem to think that some beliefs have 
Oreater storce thanyoLners, Iianot tor-the vulgar, an lease 
for wise men, and. that those beliefs Solidly grounded in 


Czuse and effect produce the reatest, assurance oF aie fie 
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>See pp. 39-40 above: 
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eisowpelleves (that, ret lection ss required (for absolute assur - 
ance slnemany ‘cases~and that we should not y therefore, rely 
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Ghan ten siv 
Reasoning and Necessity 


Reflective and Non-Reflective Belief 

Hume refers to both causal and demonstrative inference 
making as reasoning. He considers the necessity involved in 
Mak tngicausal mierences, tombetanalocous Mto thatidinvolved in 
akong iemomstrativekones: 

iDus@as ttheemecessuty fF which makes otwo rt imesi etwo 
equal tO; tOUreeOl, ENLCCy anoles (Ot d pO nane Le 
eCqiial ~LOMtWwOorlehtigones, tiresiornly ainvan act vor 
the understanding, by which we consider and com- 
Dareschese gideasiuin ~lukeymanner ete tie cess ty 
OeepOweo Which. UliItes (Causes ander tecus ile Ss 
Mistire determina Luom0L tehemiandeto kpas S ebro 
OMemsO: btne nO LING Tien | s(ven ein) 

When we know something, Hume claims, we are necessarily 
determined, to conceive at that Way: Knowledge 1s such ‘that 
Wenceperson wno -assences MOG only Goncelives the ideas accord: 
Mic On Liem LODOSTULOl., DUC ls Necesemily <determinsa. CO 
Conceive chem In that. particular manner) "(p.05). Wath, be- 
pen CONCCINING matters Of fact, we are also necessarily 
Cepermined to (conceive, 4 PlroposiG1on in) a certain manner - 
Womare:necessaridy determined "to conceive 1, not accordine 
tothe eideas, but 2n. a iorcetul and vivacious manner. 7 When- 


ever we dissent from anyone, we may, Hume concedes, "conceive 


beta sides of Che question’. but ‘we can belleve manly one” 
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(p.8*95)". “That 1s we ‘can’ ‘Conceive’ only one “side of the 
question in the way that is requisite to believing it. In 
other words, although the imagination may consider the pos- 
sibility of the proposition being either true or false, and 
SO ‘COncelvel ‘both sides tor the’ question, it as nécessar ily 
determined tos belveve ioniy tone sides). Wel'can distinguish 
then between two types of necessary determination, Cl and 
Gan Mhe errs, Gl ast responsible for. Your’ beings neces sar idly 
eo Lernriired. tor COneeAy Ee? a Proposition ane one’ manner,” “6% 
Beeurding, to ‘the ideas’; the second, refers**to* our: beine ne c- 
Sscorn lyidetermined to conceive, at in anether* manner, es 
mivaewvoursmy:, andun dome! sol to. belveve At: 

Boule causal and demonstrative: mntféerences may be either 
ling cubec Vive? Ore Terlecuive. 7s unvet lective: Tecasonim,y we 
nay feline solely) onl naturel tor mur. conelusions;* rehlectave 
reasonane Tequaresi that: we? giveomature Somerassistance.” An 
Pxanpies bi as non-—redd ective’ demons tratiuves Deli ef a'smanyseltf- 
emi dete trath tidhuws¢ druths> ike PPather> tt as-rainins oT 
MELA sonot, Vainimes at thes same time an cthetisame place ?and 
'Miiane lesthave!l threetsides'iare seli-evident according to 
Hume. The mind, even without reflecting on them, must assent 
to them. It need not appeal to the law of contradiction to 
know whateat ought to) concludec* «However, afat'did.it would 
be® enpacine!) in’ reflective’ reasoning. © Thus* demonstrative® rea- 
Senane a stunrefiectivesin the? sensemthatir the mind’ is- forced 
to draw certain conclusions whether it knows the rules of 


logic or not; it is reflective when, knowing what the rules 
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of logic are, it surveys the premises with an eye to deter- 
mining what inferences can be drawn from them according to 
PilcwmUeS), 

pepaucaLel (Cane besarawiwgine bie rds e.OLweansal ameasonmnec:. 
It is unreflective inthe sense that the beliefs nature in- 
Sepeicead US do moGwepena On. OUlerV Oli t1Ones Jus. asin 
demonstrative reasoning what we conclude follows necessarily 
from ,OuUr premises 1n causal) reasonine what we believe as a 
pecessary "CONSCQUENCe Of OUT ‘experiences. "Ref lecuive: caus a1 
reasoning, like demonstrative reasoning, takes place when we 
Suuvewmscie. rules, o1 logic; set ouc by -Hume,.in order to See 
ii sOuUn ODpSerVallons were made accurately iand were: thus a 
Molelampasi cent Ol stiles CONCLUSION «arr. vied at. 

Thus unreflective inferences, in the sense defined above, 
aticu always necessarily determined. | Bulsthe act: that we 
Sencminesmredson reibectlvely.aqces Mou change tne fact that 
the inference we make will also be necessarily determined. 
Phe mere tact that. we aré able "to review the nature of ‘the 
Mitervence aid perhapsube led to asd i rerent conclusion: as a 
Gest does moO change the fact. that theyanierence Ws deter- 
Higca bY Mature andvnoet by reflection. “lhe advantage (or 
Terlection is that it allows us} in the’ case of causal. reason- 
img tOeLOOk stor the tsortmol data thabowil! either gincréease 
tiers tenon (Of Oluenatural sbeliet OT destroy ts Mecessity 


Dy ‘duscovering exceptions to the resularity or our observations. 


oe thules by awhich 40, judge, of Causes and errects”, 
Treatise, pp. 275-170. 
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Inthe case of demonstrative reasoning, Of course, the 
necessity of the conclusion would be destroyed simply by 
@eccovering the possibility onesomething ssontrany to Ltl 
Didier. the Fact that Hume wadVises, us tO COMET OUr belbrers 
by engaging in reflective reasoning does not mean that he 
does Mot think that all beliefs are caused. 

Conclusions drawn as a result of reflective reasoning 
pee mieveLtneless necessarily, deccimincd ~mibiw Lapave argued 
above that. CONCIUSIONS Necessarily determined are not always 
the result of reflective reasoning. Intferences, especially 
causal ones, need not be reflective or even conscious. 
hagierwe tne pasty cxperlences  fOnmaWwhiGh val | sOU ne VuGomen Us 
PONCebUIIine Causc ald Citec. Gepend, Mayuopelatlcouupon Our 
Mend iiesveh an ansensaple Manner as never tC ibe taken. notice 
Cm Ap elOS cond experience mmay aproguce., a Deuicd and) ay 7ude- 
Ment mot eCalises ond CLLects: Dy auascGreleoperat Lon wand wieenome 
Deine oncesthoucht sof) (pi ll04) 2s hhas wis. the pwayvigan which 
iWNature. hasudetermin'd) ws. sto. judge vas well vas to breathe sand 
foeteel!; sand she has wetermined yall jour= judgements, «those 
TmoOn Cause 1and ecitect. NO sless kthan Ichose. elicited by sed 


evident truths. 


General Rules 
There are two. sources Of belier arising 7rom Gausation. 
Onevis tie mental habit that’ results trom unexamined. experiz— 


ence. _The other as, reflection... Whichever we mely on for our 
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beliefs we are influenced by general rules. These general 
Pelecenave the €hiect Of CAarryine, us Devyoud what 1s strict 
PeawueaccOrdance with our ‘experiences. It is thus: an 
suupnttosophicalispectes sor probability anaes tic. source 
Ore what we properly call Prejudice™: 


An Irishman’ Cannot have wit, and a) brenchnan 
Cannotehaveysolidity: fOr whichwreasonm the! 
the COnVersation Or sthe Tormen, im nyu nst ance 
be visiblywwerylaereeable, “and! of the datter 
Very judicious... we have entertain dvsuch a? pre- 
judice against them that they must be dunces 
and ELOps™in spite: of sense dnd» Treason. 

(pp. 146-47) 


this happens because 


Uboiss Chesntaturesod cus tompnotsonly. £0. Operate 
Woe Les full force when Oby;ects are presented. 
Eiatieane iexac tly athe same witha thOsem co awhtcn 
Wemhaye  DCelIeacCCusStvOM Cd, DU eal somo. Oper atc 

Pom Ne ulitt etl Old COC Cy me Wiel Weer i sCO Vc sane) 

as are similar; and tho’ habit loses somewhat 
Opies OrCe iby eVverVedid terrence Vet saat 
Selrooleciery CLY sGestrOVd) Whercmat wr Cols il de in 
aD bheeGilcums LaNGeS~«remaitie bie wsamc. (Deeeta/)) 


Genieraiorules ane walso, tie. SOUlrGC Or tiaerspecres Ot 
probability deriv'd from analogy, where we transfer our 
experience Ino past, instances CO Obj ecctscewulcm are resembling, 
DUG are. DOtscxactly the same with those concerning which we 
haviemexpervenced’ (pusl4/7). \Interencesirom analooy 1s one 
On the settects that, causation has.on. the imacination: 

When an. object,appears, that resembles any 
Cause in very considerable circumstances, the 
PigcilatOon na tina iy carries ims TO laa Vc ly 
GConceplLion of the Usual crieCt.etio tic One 


ject. be different in the,most material and 
most efficacious Circumstances from’ that cause. 


Phe Lo 0) 


Whensthis happens it is often the case that accidental 
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circumstances combine and influence the mind even in the 
aoetce on the e€ssentialmoness 9 lt isin order to correct 
Litem proponsit ty OL mind, thatewe rTrerlect™™ onrthe nature OL 
Brose circumstances’ (pr 146). 

Inmdoings this we™rely#on other ceneral ru ftes'} those+re-— 
parding:?'the, more® peneralyand authentie” operations of the 
Understanding. When®wesreview® the act “of ‘mind involved in 
ativan pats Conclusions thatiarey the résulttot applying the 
jirscu, kind of generaltrude) es wearind To to bey -of tai tirré gu- 
Marea cures. and CeSstmuUctave. Comal the mosieestah] rsipd 


pul ncaipmMess O18 reasonimose whieh wsithe eause ton toumrir ejecting 


ie Mp anio0g. Mihetianiluencemet ithi's: second general’ rule, 
aecmadn Om COsHhUne, =) Vilipldesme tite, CONnCeInatdon Ore che former” 
pr Delio0)% 


ihesearulestare form’ dgonsthe nature torfour 
Uiderstandine ald on our experience, OF Fits 
Operatwonseinethe judementsewe [form sconcern— 
HOOD pee tS cos DY =UNeN WembhealnCOmdus tilouush 
Ge aecadentadiserrcumstancesminoem tire, je Pfajca— 
cious causes, and when we find that an effect 
Gan De -produclvd,withoutathe.concu meence zor 
Ally paLetcular circumstance, we conclude that 
thatpyearcumstance,;makes nota pace soe,the 
SrtLtedcious cause, however frequently -con)oin' d 
Walt Helse prme cy. yee O) 


Phos when seconds kind Cbscenenal erulewathot grecamdine tthe 
more general and authentic operations of the understanding" 
is uhaty Dye which) wee judge vor feauses sand effects.* Thee teas it 
kingrodt, cencradl ruleghumessavs. »1S Jan) inference: of athe yimagi — 


nogwonc tne secondskandeaagueiniercnce fOfethewudcement. «Lhe 
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wean. he} Glaims.. flare j;ommonly..guided by the first, and 
WeSeumensiby) ne: SeCond! Wap a Uo), 

it shappensi schatyoumebelier that van “obyect hasyan ancepen- 
COmemanicreont Inved pox ms tence wes, gaccondsnomtosHunesds system. 
Uyctresults of: tthenmind radhering gto @iheViirst gkindyoryeeneral 
mera. Ltr sjerconsequenit.ly {san vint erenc er Oba thepimacinataon ; 
amano Cibased wom itestabhishied princiuplestofireasoningas 
Usual yewheniweratirabute: reala tyettotaneobsgect it as-on, this 
Dacsisre a Duc) Wermay. jaeorDbute real Etysto mites starresmiitd ofan 
inference of the judgement. When this ‘happens we conclude 
that’ something is real when we ‘conclude that it*has a place 


iaeecie Causal Scheme lor rthingss 


Gertainty: 

Huge -thoueht that vonly judgements could*bew truce orm fase 
ieee = ruch orrtalsnood seherctaumedyy (consists in an 
PoUcene temo meds ave ement welt ner cOmeic@ rca) ~relationsrod 
Pteds Ol auc seal "eX TSteice and@maeccr= cn nect MDE hoo 
Humes ut?Tlization of ‘real’ -in°this passape emphasizes’ that 
we "are to Understand that the termererers only to~ those obp- 
Poets GO whiten leal@rey 15 properly, gecr pureed Oy virtue. of 
ener beimo True causes Of ci teCton, 1 U,does moe meter EO 
fnew wrietion Of therr havane imdependent existence. It) trucn 
Consisted in the correspondence of our judgements with the 
Tatrey.., cnere would be mo truch, <Or in Hume’ Ss opinion, there 


ave nO andependéent existences. 


Although from a strictly philosophical point of view 
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when we judge an object to be a cause we do not commit our- 
selves to its independent existence, when we attribute reality 
Pomeitewe arc inclined to. slip into the compom belief that, it 
does have an independent existence: However, so long as 
pealaty is attributedondy: toe: causes,; the judgement that. an 
oepjectehas! nealsexustenceias trueysinply# because) ity corres: 
poudse tovithe wmachtyobyect Sndriht: spi tesoia thes tactet hat, our 
understanding of real might be the common one. 

Belletethaty araseset rom true causesamust? correspond, to 
true effects. The relation between cause and effect, neces- 
savy Ccetvernmnation.,@realaty,fandstruth, can bersummarized as 
Poddowsee Wet sche teelanc, of  necessaryydeterminataon. that 
Cor ulesetncainandgt rome they impres siiontoteonesobgect “ton.the 
Tacay,Oteanothery arisesdas avresul tof, Ghe| repeatedyobserva-— 
Ce On Oigenen CON) UnctuOnoth Trey) Causess andr et tees ja thenethe 
meses n gael ie lt ithabe those, ObjeCiSear cereal wsSactruer 

Ns wae dei ni t2.0n) Ofmervith’ Ghismone seems wcircularnisince 
itrdesumecmunate note alas ore ourg percept onsmare iausess stitouch 
tnembpciners WhaGrcorrespond, tomthoseswhatparc, areitrue. thas 
suggests that we already have a way of finding out which per- 
ceptions are causes, and so already know what would count as 
astrneyicause. a) BUtithisnicirentanity ms oniyoapparentes® Ttaas 
Onivenpparcntibecauscetherstatenen tethaltetrusebe liety corres -— 
ponusyi of those\perceptaonsethart arey causes; does. notpathald 
imply that we have any sure method for discovering which 
fiose: causes, are. “Tt 1G were: stated more carefully. at need 


hoc even imply that there are causes to be discovered. Hume 
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might have claimed that, only if there were causes would 
truth consist in the correspondence of belief to those 
causes. 

What the above summary shows is the theoretical relation 
perweens truet belles Mande reacious eausen” rhe iepusitemolo- 
gical problem is that although our belief in real existence 
ay Der true mwet cant mevermiknowlsd te tosbes socdwAty besitewer could 
Neve Mehepiibraes bedTef thateourybeiier washitrues) ~ buts thenwwe 
POutmenever® know mime nare pelle: was frue. although we mieht 
have theltruesbelacigithate.it wes. mb Howevers 4) ateasa noteneces- 
Sary tombe Concernedswith Ghas aepress Elheaimpossipaldity of 
know Ledge motimat Lense Of iiacte means ithatewe icanvireversestab- 
ie She caer tnut hioiw a Dek ere ae Woe be Si wepoanmiomrsmihope to 
GSuabimctmes iste Oresets Of opinions, which it not. true (itor 
tha @eme Gaps Shs too muchiico: bemhop dy fonmemicnt ats easit 
Det siains factony. Gomcheihim anand twandtmieht, standsathery test 
Omeitiicodos te ciratacalbexaminat Jon Scepreiz 7/7 ju 

Beliefs that are satisfactory to the human mind are those 
Bpoutt which mesdeel) certain ,ttand citpasiithroush) <'cnitacalviexa- 
nunation )ithatowelicansestabiish that. 1cer tain by7.? | Once the 
Cemtamintyaiot falibeitefehas teen esSigablished.e therey ss du ttihe 
poumes iwees Cabde shine thecentaimt ywiotmtheybeliet hatyithat 
bedaeiek.s icer taands iGertaint yams 4ay psycholosscal state that 
Wwe haawnet timst hand tknowdedeeiot tc hait Miswmoth ther sontyiotf: thing 
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Hume thought that certainty could be established by means 
OFepmoorsi pie described tproets tas ithosie ar cunents, which 
age derived ifrom thesrelation of icause’ and effect # land which 
are cmt ime byeinee frompdoubtvand uncertainty (> Waa A cHume 
Ssugeests ithatjit iis: misleading toclassify these arguments as 
arguments based on (probability. He is “oblig'd to comprehend 
aw TOum ia teuments airomecauses VorMertectsiuinden the eenera l 
PemMOd spacbab List tye Vellbbid)ifi nfvorder (tothe ttechniaca Ply scorrect 
andastuuculy, pilikosiopiical: 

"tis however certain, that in common discourse we 
readily affirm, that many arguments from causa- 
Cion.ex ceed probability, eand may Delirece ty "dias 
aesupemlon kind) of: ‘evadence..° One wourd appear 
WCMUCciuos:,; Who twoidtsay et tthat Byers onlyeprop- 
ates thie? sum worl kt risento-mo prow, “or Mhatvald 
Tene iUsueayes store suis pPhaingwe shave nouLur eher 
as SunanGe 10 iethese act syuthamiwhde experience 
aeO Tse tu Sea pee IZ ) 

Hume here’ opposes the philosophical sense of certainty ; 
the sort that attends only knowledge, to what we commonly 
undenstand bya £otlt isi what eisticommonily sinderstood by. cer- 
tainty that we may achieve by way of argument from cause and 
effect .jm@iie doesmnot dWefane this certainty. ( He solely: GIVES 
examplesiifimG.. Werarevcentaingthate the sun wallerise tomor- 
row and that) allivmen niust: die. Thus ; we are ‘certain of those 
things ‘Ghat shavera slonpvinis torytou (ecuLrr ing inancertain 
sequence, and to which there are no exceptions. 


Ger taunt is a nental State whatehume thinks” resubts trom 


reasoning, Tretlective Or otherwise,” “based ‘on causation: -t 


tHume , David, An Enquiry concerning Human Understanding, 
ea. Len. oelby-Bigve, “ps lL0: 
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1syGausal \reasoning ,thatvaddssoliditysand force, towideas 
and distinguishes.-themyfrom mere; fictions; | Fictitious ideas 
agemotibelieved because Ythessolrditys andwfence.which accord- 
ing.to my system, attend those ideas that are establish'd by 
Beasoning,.fromycausationsare ‘Lacking <(payl 24); 
Belaefssthateresul tetremyreasoninayhavere feeling that 

asebacking Jin,gideas+that aresmerely viyacieusi« Imecomparing 
BheyVivacious -ideaseelicited 4inwus byspoetny swith (serious 
conviGction', Hume states, 

But how great. soever the pitch may’be, to which 

CHicmVAWaCl tye Tases.) StismevideiG.. ena @ (in 

POGEUY sa tenevenvias + théesamesfoahinoe- wi thethat 

which arises in the mind, when we reason, tho' 

eVvenyuponatheyl owes Gedeoncedofepnobabi laity The 

mind can easily distinguish betwist the one and 

ChesoObhew;iand whatever emotion the poetical 

Civils Pasi May (Cave bOe tics pI Dus wi. tase suit 

thesmenesphantoweot behbert Sergpersuasron sae (pa 0350) 
Ho  Teintorces ethisvstend by rcogrecetinashasscanhien statement 
EC the memncel sathatebeliterdittensenromeudeas, onl yveabyethe 
deerecgon them grorcesand i viivacaty: 

The<:seconds.error-may be found in-Book-iysepage 

965 where «lesay. .ethat stwogideasvoefethersame ob- 

peGte sean tony abe .diticrent eeywehetisditeerent 

GeGuces.c0 bAForce sand pwivaechty augbhibokieye there 

are other differences among ideas, which cannot 

properly ybe ;comprehendedyunden these terms..? iHad 

hesaids thatatworideas,ol the same object. can 

only pe ati terent. DY, Thelmraiiterenty tee line. a 

shoud shave been nearenithe truths \»(p «1636, 

LhusstoyHume,’ seclaim that ybeliefissdifter;from other jideas 

in the degree of their vivacity, we might now add ‘and in the 
Wayestheyjtech' -yhhisjpiecling,ewe arnewed stowbelieves agases 


when we reason. Even the weakest belief based on reason is 


distuneurshable.<from ~the livebrest gidéa thaterg nob, «the 
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Ledseeucs exon dassapates’ thet Ubussonyonupostrysands places 
tWesobi,ects@inetheireproperwmight¥s fhamlnenwhumedestabiashed 
that causal reasoning produced a feeling or impression of 
hecessary determination. Presumably it is because reasoning 
pavesirise tomthas feelingathateretbectionedissapatesmthe 
PelusiTons (of epocery- a Iitgasmehiis Stecline ethenrecdanguer 
Mecessaryedetermanatlonge? sucveste thagias thet reclane 
Slaracberistucyot bedi etetandsy thamdastinvuishes wr £rom- mere 
PLCs Ol). 
tiastuiewidsesupportedebyathe tacts thatmhumes thoughtethat 

Gherreelinevithat attends belaer can occur inidifferent inten- 
Sitiesiecependine! on theedesree of probapidigyionewhich a 
wedwe; en Se pased: 

lias ondeedvevident), that angalla determination, 

Waeme (CNC MIN CeClaCs mt rOlmG Olena Tyme x pediment or. 

Neds L1rstedividedhwa thinwmutsedees andihasmane in 

lama tvon CoO. c<evtner Sidecar epnopoGerone to ache 

DuUMpeT Tot CXPSCTUMeENLSy WemnaVeascenma@ndrr chempbers: 

Pivese collet Seas Last de teria dmeto ened vant 

agel of thatwesadesiwhere wepobserveraiisuperior 

HWUMbDeT Bod tilese Exper imenes putes ca lab wlohod 

dinimiuaeroOn Ome torce®inmMiheseyrdentc er correspond- 

ent torthe number of oppositevexperiments. Each 

POSsSUDMiatye or which thesprobapuabit yes composed. 

operates separately upon the imagination; and 'tis 

the barcer collection of possibilities which at 

bast prevails, and that with a torce: proportion= 

2D Vee tCO Gest Super LOrLiyes, (Cp ioa® 

Hume thus conceives of beliefs as being stronger or weak- 

ere eaccoraing to various: circumstances, When two beliersrds 
noteconcun, “the stronger prevails, and the weaker as destroyed. 
Those: beliefs that ‘arise dinectly from Causation, he tinds 
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iieneture. has, a Catise wand that there Ms nercontrarichy Of 
Bruccou ea Delve discernedmto arise strom cause and efLect 
will always prevail over one which is found to have another 
sevvce.) Ketlection dseimporvane sin. that through iat . and 
Phemusce Ot Feneral Trulesmiot tie Secondusom)) we are ample 
LOF COT rect “ours iNittraleyudcements by takingranto aeécount 
apparently’ contrary’ causesy and’ thus? reso lwercontrariety ap 
CuI experiences. 4 lhetresulling= judgsementyepascd» onvwd 
preatere number of OobServations ,» Wi li-havewmore= 1orces than 
THOSe Wath awlower décoree-ot probabalityerand wall) conse= 
quently prevail: 

MiuswercetlectionVclvVes rises torcounter -pelivers that? are 
Stroncers than’ those -whichs the’ vavacrous ideas Or poetry and 
Cana tends Lov proguce 99 When Wwe'are=noved by inese™actssit 
Hse because ot the’ influence of the ideas? But those ideas 
Preval on. y= sO" tones asSethere ame nesstrongery countervail= 
iMeppelier see Ase soon as they "arise, they destroy the? intiu- 


Pheevor themideas that e€ftectedsus* in’ their’ absence. 
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Chapter V 
Belwer sand Abstract ideas 


Most of us, if asked what we believe when we have a 
belief Pabout apiece Of ppaperrwe) seey or Are thinking (of 
would weplyi[ttrsewhiteY or “Wit ts rectangular seri hers ent -— 
enees invwhich wevformulate tosour beliefs contain genera | 
werms like, white” «or “réctangular Seal hese *téermsrare ceneral 
BOVMteWwOrreasOns ,e er ipstly; they can betapplitedhirn *princip le, 
Gosiere thanvone thing > many “thines*other than *thetpaper V1 
AMmenitkeine Ofemay abe tcalled 4whitve*ortrectanculart Secondly, 
Witnoewessay when we eiploy a “general term tovcalivan object 
White ers snoG fully ospécific <andtdeterminatey* The paper before 
Wom LSeiG-tiy USuSwhite) sit els (a, speeut pe oshade sof whi tes Le Ahas 
aespeGiire intensity and brightness yea espeeat ic texture -and 
PEeCErSSaepropor tons —eWhat we “express by eSsaving w1t ers *witte™ 
On Liters eaerecGangle  cis*sSimilardy «general» What we. belaeve 
im this» particular case could be believedsabout other objeats 
aoowelMde Moreover. snsoter as Jil a os. wheteSexpresses swhat 
we believe, what we believe 1s not tully specitic. sin belmev- 
Tyeeliac.d Prece wot spaper ol Sawh ite wae CO nOtethereb Vespa Lucvc 
fat ut thas’ some tspecriuceshade of whrueror: any speecriic adimen- 
sions. wHow ido wescome sbovemploy termnsein vorder teorsaywceneral 


things ‘aboutwob jects “invgeneral ways’ 
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Hume's stheory, of abstract wideas, provides us. with .an 
account of this. Hume thought a term was general by virtue 
Oipbus association with fully determinate particular ideas or 
impressions. It came to be associated with different partic- 
UVEaweldeas sor sobj.ects., solely on, \ehe sbasis ton resemblances. 

When we have found a resemblance among several objects, 
Uiak TObheen fOGCUr bogus . awe fapp ly sthessame wname «tonal os 
them, whatever difference we may observe in the degrees of 
their quantity and quality, and whatever other differences 
ayerppcarsamone them’) (p..20). A .termuacquires)sionificance 
aoroeneswl teo0f hehe operation of jthe relations .oreresemb lance 
anageausatvonszyyeht. is through cus topethat -asparnticular pword 
eames ito besassociated jwith asnumber sok particulLag.rully 
PeGernInace.obyeCks sunttl “atten we gaavepacquarea a.cusitom 
Ghethis Kand, the shearime of that. namesrevyives thegidea of 
Gne Obethe ob eGts yp. 20 hatwbhus wea eoeneial termes (caus= 
gavin acOGlatedawiLth a Snumben.OteObpNeGus  eandatnevobVECEs ait 
BomcauscallyeassoGlatediwith anesassocia ted byethe euekation 


/ 


of resemblance with each Be 


Pre is worthwhile noting that Hume did not suppose that we 
Simayswtiiik, in gdeas. He sthought. that. onces the abit py waich 
wewcome’ to, Usea venéeral  Cermers, CstablrshedS*wevercen abbre- 
NWiate the process of thought by bringing to .mindwonly the gen- 
6ral terms. and Noe the Partreular tices -assocratedrwith” euem. 


beads being Wwsuals “aiterethe frequenteusesot seers, 
Which sre veally Sicniticant. aid: intel liaipie, so 
omit the idea, which we wou'd express by them and 
to preserve only the custom, by which we recall 

the adear at pleasurew. (pew 224) 


Thus, the objection commonly made against the British Empiri- 
Citse that’ itis “absurd~to suppose that our *thoughtsvalways 
involve a parade of images, does not hold against Hume. 
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Thus, for Hume a general idea has three components, the 
fully determined particular perception, the term commonly 
PounG in CONJUNCTION With at, 4nd the appropraace mental 
Mebile. “hus, to thinkvoLwaneobyect in eeneral terms ers “to 
eesOGlate it through some term with “other objects that res 
emble it in some way. We should distinguish them between 
poste iNaginine a trrangile, dre, Nnavinemole, image .Of  aisrn i 
anelesinyone: So Visual tield. and entertaining the ceneral 
PLOpOsS UULOn  liise PSenebriane leur IP bhen piagstt cas crm 110 
general associations aré made. Conséquently,; whatever is 
DeLee iIVed iS ehiex Drees Sst) le. sso inC ce i talas sOmocte? ads 1S ds0n i— 
PleGttece,- 1% Cannow pe, descrived.. Verbally rormulapab eo 
peava liver ormrlavea Delivers (ImVvolve thesuse C1ecencral ideas 
Pie idwmedse Wiad 1Sastatoder | Niet Siw ier Ome ysrte to sreetancus 
Pieeesavnat 1s Delileved, ASOMectniIing .eheraiy Istpellevod: 

Bieter Sunotl Clear whether eiumessvOOk. al bebe ere iy Ol 
Miedo stractemacas sco; De Verbally lomuULacable.Uner reason 
Bor eh inkinowinat ne didn t 1s thagne thought. animals; had 
peiters,ancrtniay those belies were, PpasecusOleexacuny thems ame 
Dminerplesmana arose rome CXactly thea samemsOunces asi De Wulen 
Pepe Ople,. NO LLUch= appears lO: Mermore ey ident, than; that 
beasts are endow'd with thoughts and reason as well as Men" 
(perdeto)] ihe actions, of animals, Hume claims, ~@ proceed) crom 
PeGeesOuIIeS, (that ic NOLAIN WEsclT Cittorent, Nore. Ounacd.on 
ditrerent principles, from that which) appears, in’ human nature” 
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However, if the acquisition, of sencram terms requires that 
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we have the use of language, and verbally formulative belief 
requires that we understand general terms, then insofar as 
animals do not have a language their beliefs can not be 
SCG has been anouce by ii on.) Pricewein sfhinkinowand 
Experience that images can have general significance without 
being annexed to terms simply by virtue of their propensity 
COebrine other images to mind. Thus, he areues , ideas may 
have meaning even if we have no language. It would follow 
eCOMetiuus on Humes theory: that. peneral ipeliets scould: be 
Made Dyenon- LRIeUulsS bic “Creatures. S Although, Hume. does not say 
arywieme scldte ideas Mot .ainexcd sto. celberade terns would have 
Severs US Ton GCanGes kit 1S possible that he isamply.did 106 
COncsiGerech iss DOSSIbility land (that it he hadi hel would have 
Prowonumtiat, panimals shady general belief js iweld sasmen. 
However, lithe thought that ceneral belie was necessarily 
bled sro ehesnderstanding Of \languace, sthenm he would have had 
Pomc ldmiidateanina) ibeilters wevewrull ya aqeverminate andwspeci— 
Pre mata ethere One uVvcrDal ly: ANexpresoipl Ca esince- Ins Order sco 
express eV ele Very specific, and hichily determinate, beliers 
verbally one must have the use .of peneral. terms. However, he 
eouldehnave: Stasi. COuUSISteEntly Maintained stnat mpelaeruin 
amin coparoscurrom theysame .SOUnCeS sas, Doliet iy people. 
Thought and reasoning, as Hume understands them in the 


passage just cited, anvolves nothing more than inferences 


ae H. Price, Thinking and Experience, London, Hutchison 
Giwimersity library, 1955, Chapters: ALiiiand Tx. 
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resultingsfromvcauserandseffectvubhume’ could havelconsistent- 
jy maintained that cause and effect results in animals having 
Stronugesteadyoconceptionssoftobyeetsithatecause themitoeres- 
pondmby  aetings Or Weacting Mnieertain waysmeandnthatethose 
'beliefs' differed from the beliefs most humans have most of 
Enetfimerangthatitheywhacked generalisienitacance fortthe 
animalerthencould haverattrabuted thissdag ferencen to¥the fact 
that animneds> doymotlhavertheycapecity |) toacquirel generaisterms . 

Thus, dependinesonewhethertyhume  thoushepudeassalonevcould 
havereeneral signahicancerhe eould lhavevmaintained: ci ther 
ticie animale bpelacts swerve tceneralgtis adeasrallongncanchave 
Concer alwse nificance) LOr.that they lwereanoti(it adéas adione 
eannotehaveygencralmsi onitrcance )jaiuwhatvhe: wouldghave «thought 
Cannopdyvabe? cConjecturedgsinece heydoes@notmdirectiveydedliwith 
Bhasemacecr: Bktwoudd. suggestyahoweversrchace ties far Steposia- 
PLoOnhoutimned .@thateideasmnay havesceneralmsreni ficanceson 
their own, from whence it would: follow that’ animal beliefs 
May befeeneral.ewould?tbe’ thesonesgHume wouldriavour ys) iMy rea- 
Sons Lorgenankineathasiasethstal see nogopsiacleminnkumess 
theory to this view, and I suspect that Hume would want to 
draw the analogy between human belief and animal belief as 
fFoneaseoossib ler 

Pe.sequitedcteaniohas Numeathoughtathatjinferned bebict 
bahumanshwasegeneralyeaseeiwas. verbabimecexpressibie, an 
eeneral,termss - \Experiencee) Leadseusvto conclude thaty'Andrish- 
man cannot have wit and a Frenchman cannot have solidity" 


(re44o). deltialseéleads “us .tosconcludetcertain historical 
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Pacuseiikes \Gaesanicnoss edpthewRubs.con i /elbeyscemse bhat wany 
DUMbersof payticulan; \fullyideterminate wideas sor <ampressions 
of Irishmen would give rise to the same belief, ‘Irishmen 
Ganne eehave Wit %;,fand thatebhis is9s0 imstheycase sor vtu lly, 
deteumina te fparticulbaryideas, of Frenchmen; sox fotlideas (of 
C2esan Cnossing thevRubigomy or -ofvany sothervideatwe -happen 
Cegecntertains Fl fysoypehen Hume's ofbrcialsedoetrine)thatebe- 
Pye iaustuStwea lavekywiereertl perception pus iwrone. baiabekict 
wevesiustea hiyely porectul spereepticneriswouldybe tub by 
Geterminates yangenot gencua Wiatha ll. gybvery eadidrerentepa nti 
Gubatmiaca got analirishman/wouid be agdiitenent particular 
Piulysaertouninatewbel edo ag lt wouldsbeva belvenalikes thas 


euecen-eyeGg BeaahaimeduarfOrtyevecanwold. tive Loot plhaee winch 


tatiana besirishmnangdresseduin pala) deecsanotehave ywery anueh 
WieGe oly igaly weebUCReMmela titioehiehivyedetermimate belier sreiijes 
On taeCRuSenOiyeccncral-Lemums. elnweGe, Fiemme be argued, ma 


beter sehacicanesbekyerbally expressedmus mecessanily sceneral 
amen Lobikvyedeterminate belief cannotebeaverbaliy vexpressed ; 
lt seems jrashetomint er Viromethestactethatsingentertaining 
anwideamweehave a belietfethatethebelzer is Prdentical wireh 
fheeiderss Wexcanydistingursh between hincuustiesobjects dike 
Sengences andethetbeiaeis theyseive expressivongto. _Imylike 
manner, we can distinguish between visual objects and the 
bevnertsuthey ecimenexpressioOnptomm lnynumelseotiircialgaoetrine 
however) hej fails towdowethassiaHeyadamantly maintains that 
helmet isridenticalywithesensation. taAtethe Samembimes she 


expiains.inshisysections{Ofgabstragt ideas’ how ideas,are 
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related to language and acquire general significance. Where- 
evershe refers to beliefs' that we hold hesexpresses those 
beliefs in general terms. He thus undermines his own theory 
by treating belief as though it were something more than just 
agcpecificyittldy determinate: forcerul perceptron. 

It looks as if Hume made a rather drastic mistake in des- 
Swrpiiomne ict.  Pinstead obedescriping mt aswe davely, idea, 
bes should) have -chaimed that Atuwas, the signitiveance that 2 
lively idea had by virtue of a mental propensity to associate 
Pawiulrounrersideas. “Heamightehave sexplaaned sthat the reason 
ChewiuavesOt da Tred.apple causessusyto ,pelreve.. !This apple as 
Ledmeusmunat We have damental propensity  tomassociateuthat 
Dia soen MiEnMotiversimaves vol sap ples: <and swath Other amacges. for 
Rodmonycctse sieumronta nave lanes Ther stats cae ver 5 
dclUtmeOnevery ScOmplex iceneraleddear, 

Piternatively, ut. could *bevareued that Hume, s account of 


Sauctliveitrer ned belvet a sinommnitendeds torextend tobe lwers 


AOU Cenetalachalactei SLUGS wei se sane lve leaves (USWwunS al bs 
fica “Causal ginterencevalone asi supposed ato, antorm us of 
Peal existvencess —MuSt awe: inter ithatsour antrerence: to sthe 


Cone Ot, Says that wGdesal (OLOsscd blew RUbDPCOn ais mohwan 
Iie eoreNCe rt net MINnLorms: USSOteT eal emarters Ob fact.) sMoreover, 
Humesmust explain what sort of belief causal, inference is 
SHoposcdeto account for.) «Perhaps, tuliy specit1c, beliers. 
Although this may have some plausibility it is most implau- 
iter that most .o1 our pellets are, inferred: bei tes about 


pity specific Unoebserved matters’ of fact. Thus, even if 
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Hume's causal account of belief could resolve the puzzles 
Toiscamin wcearl rer Chapcers wi tuSeems, tO beyof Nextreme Wy. limi t= 
Cae scope and Cértalmly fenmmoneslimitedsscope than Hume 
Pocuvees. (On the Other nancy th onelCausamueneor ye WeLe. oO 
PecOUlU st Olathe caet note OUlmDel ters) Arculone speci ic sand 


poncralim itawouldshaviestompbeucoOnsiderablysmoditicd. 
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Chapter VI 
ExaS tence, anda Belief 


Some, people: believe God Jexists ;yothersebelievesHe, does 
POteeGXa Sit x Angadequate, theory of belwet-mustpaccounts for 
pOShe these belierse it must account wor belae ten nite non- 
eis Cence O11.4n) ObjJecia, as, Weliaas tom belgete. immtnenexis t- 
encenOteanwoby; ect... For sHume,, the questions, Ote they exastence 
Sr One cx Stence, OT an Obj 6Ct, Maye bew raised , ase ls already 
Wen eLovewwtn ‘Ghaptver |), “im atleast ‘three difierent L£orms. 

Diy. obsect that 1s, thought. op nastmerevexastence Aas 
Hume thought. thatyevery adéea,westhink sofaweathank oOf.as 
Salo taice (Die. 00-07). | Bulwer takeusomeuouncet sat Omuaven al 
existence distinct from and, independent otethne mindi .We 
Dedleves. these. Ob ects, tO. cONntiInUeC Sloe ex St ovens whenaweyare 
Hoteperccavane, them. Thiseindependent exrstenceyas the second 
kind of existence. Objects having independent. existence are 
thoughteto existegin weclaty.  slhesthirds kKindsotsexistencegus 
elsoutermedy \realwexiIsStence: ~~ bubmiheCrapplicatwonusOniateis 
FVeatiuictedstouthose objects which are believed ‘to be causes. 
lt as Teserved,fo0redesysStem Of prescntiampressaonseand those 
Objects,connected. tomthema iby sthe,relaticnsof cuuse;onm erfect" 
(op. 108) .<,Whensreal,existence inv thisesensesiswattrabuted 


Eomopyects, there 75 no implication that the objects. referred 
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to have real ,existence jin ythe first sense, i.e. independent 
Sx eine c,, 

Interesting hye Hume wuhougno etiat, sunembeliuek sGheat, sob ecus 
have real existence in the sense of independent existence 
was manifestly false. But he believed that beliefs that ob- 
pects could have real existence in the second sense could be 
true (p. 448) and that we could be certain of them (see 
Chapter). “ rhe first. beliet Hume considered ‘tor be wunphilo- 
sophical, a belief that the vulgar, as well, as philosophers 
im their unphilosophical moments hold. ~The second beliet 
isa piebrosOphacal One, and TS the one that wise men, and 
Hume, adhere to. 

Diced eC, sullen CWO. ScnSe sii witcli elt FOUont, COD 6 
Dos SUP hemeo CONCE1 Vemol sOl we mue Vo Natal eOUlee (does, Mot 
feveereausneuus tence.) LtUsOuUon tL tO me NOSSIMLe, It ume. s 
fice .Orepelict «ls ladequater UO -COnGeIVesLhdtwan ObTeCL does 
NOt Uavewm~tne JFCqursite causal, connection) to be called real: 
im the second sense, or, that it does not have the requisite 
Causal CONNEC EIOlestoO be called regis in the, first sense. 

Tortie questiome Wherein consiscus tne ditrerence, Detwixt 
believing and disbelieving any proposition?", Hume gives the 
fol TOWine PeEsponse: 

Liwal leno be a SalisLaccory -aliswer 0. Say, Ghat 
dy DOGS ON wWiO) COGS OU ascent slo. sp noposi tion 
vou @dvance; aiter Naving conceiy d the Object an 
the same manner with you; immediately conceives 


it in a different manner, and has different ideas 
Of. iit.» bods answers. unsSatistactory: 100 becaise 
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He contains any tatsnoody DUE ubecause, Tt .dis— 

exversenot sliGthewtruth: |) 11s contest that 

iiwali cases, wherein; werdis sent: fyomcan person. 

we COnceéiver Doth Sades totetherques tion -tbhuteas 

we can belaeve only, one it evidently follows, 

that the belief must make’some difference be- 

twixt that conception to which we assent, and 

that from which we dissent. (pp. 95-96) 
Phesdictterencesthati belder makes. ,Humenpoestont tossaygias, to 
umaryethenmanneroun’ whichiwerconcetvesanyhobs; ect" “(piso o))s 
by e@bestowing.on oureideasy van additaonal”forcelandisviveacrtiyme 

Witherespectmton cachmor theasenses (of “xustedismanouish- 
edmabove,*wetnustemaise the folmowino questaonse etl\ip Wheat 
Homan ObVects HZ) VeWhatiiisrat £oreant object tol exmst? 
(ove ineate is it) to, consider both sides of the question sconcern= 
MOeeney errs tenGerorranmobjveCuee. (4 SWhakeiciaitetor bel reve 
CEmdEspelicyvenin thetexistencesot any opycece 
Hume seems to have two conceptions of what counts as an 

Obey ce bums ONethesoneshandeeobyectsParegnothiny more> than pera 
EepiionsesaHesstatesmthat Vitis simpossibile thatvrour idea of 
Aapercepeion andathattofsansobj cttigan everereprescntgwhat 
peer specitacallyadidterecnt > frombeach ofheriu(ps 108) ees 
frequentdy wsesethet terme ‘objyectuminterchangeably witheladea’ 
Adauinpressioen’? Onl the otherthandgr Hume mecopgnazes i that 
itpasethe prevailingl opinion? thatesomeyotnour perceptions 
Ucontinuey toy exist) evenpwhen’ they nollongergmakeytheir appear- 
ancettouthessenses'' and! thatiwetdistinsuishibetween percep: 


tions which we take to be entirely dependent on the mind and 


those we take to have a continued existence when we are not 
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perceiving: them. We takesthe’ first to be perceptions. and 
tecydeacter) tos bevobj;ectss 

Hume explains that objects are generally thought of as 
feldane intosthreeyditrerenteeroupss | 1 thef fanstrarey those 
Opacheneloures bulk Notiongesoladityworibodmestienthersecond 
phesehorevcolloumsektastes. ismells,isounds,.sneat and cold", 
and tne tthind) thoscemoLe!parnsPandapledsumesmethathariscetauom 
PicwappeLecabiongoOLriobyeetsitorour, bodtestag(p2mie72)] Severy one 
boakesethetexistencesot ChevthindmeroupsoLepenceptions: tom be 
compietely -dependentvonsithe minds but. people arexot different 
honds PeOnGcernanes the mannerijor existéencenon thet hirsentwo 
groups. 

Manygphibosophéersuthinkethetethetseccond groupser percep- 
Gronseexrstehonlyvine theamind ebugythavetheywneverthetlesstrep= 
mMeScCHuELNe GUalDtTeS~OTaobseGts thatecxisupandependent maior 
Thcenind pliesexqualituestave wrepresentedhby PehekfinstGeroup 
Cipeimpress2 ons ~etin other words, saccordine) to Hume; some 
phi losophess shold fuhatiobiectsihavinong ores thelkyamotion and 
SOUtd i tyeneyvemreateenistenee: despicer ticmruaGeethau thc =percep- 
tions Ghate@mepresentethemiexrstvonlye 1m Lhe mind.y In vorder 
LOMO thius. they must tallow sthat ihe forneotean, obitectw:s 
separable from its other qualities. But Hume has argued that 
Sienmanseparation. ss Imposs iD Lees Col oun = Lor example. eGaim be 
distinvuished from=the. form thateatytakes only by ajdistinc- 
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“See page 2, above. 
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groupe on perceptions (exist afrtdnsthetsame manner het .M192) 
e-mrerceplions an the second croup, Ii ithe: second srounweor 
perceptions sis mind tdependentsryso asiathewiirs tie onson Hume 
Beasons'; these philosophers teannovlwithout absurdity hold 
that the first group of perceptions has independent existence 
butytheesecond does rhe 
Unlike philosophers, the vulgar do not make the mistake 

OL PSuppoSsing “that sthe trims voroup -of “perceptionsiis separ= 
a. emaronmche scconda. Thewrsupsume them is thecouprunder 
tnessecond eroupykand take {the second seroup to fhavevanvexis-= 
VONCeminGepEendenuwor the mid, sebut inedo mo fois ernume thanks , 
Mice VinUCanedaresnOwmNOLerredsonaplemtwane philosophers ...GReason 
MmroOriseicwechatcd LiNouneob eCesmexrsttantonmbhe same ymanner 
as the torreon eroup -OLnepercepeions. OmNevereheless® Hume. warns 
Us chauenevinvecnds Pe inkorder woxcexplatniountbelmuerr in rrhewn- 
gdependenuwexmstence Of objects, to adopt the vullear’s concep- 
ELON *OL calwob eC te 

PP shal) eecaliinditeferentive@obwectroruperception , 

ScCovds ied snG,. Sha Vileseeim he cu et O msi. Mihy apiun 

pose, understanding by both of them what any 

conmon man means by a hat, or shoe, or stone or 

any Other) impression} conveyHd' totham by his 

SCNSOS epee 

Hume kas another -conceptron Of aneopyectar Slt 1s .Of an 

iipression on idea that has duration. The adea of duration 


is created when we observe an ‘unchangeable object' "to par- 


tecipete of the ‘changes, ot Che vco-existent obpects (ip. 201). 


HH. Price wiume is, Loeory tote tne External World. Uxitord, 


Clarendon Press, 19405 "pp. 1L05=113.° Price’ discusses the 
tamlacy Of Hume’ s argument. 
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ie omul i Stexper lence: wha chivtus: the soumeeso1, cus motion ot 
iow Laletivu: 

his: the, principlepwof-anding duativonsa ss pethang 

but the invariableness and uninterruptedness 

Offany object) ythrol paasupp os? digranietaon,s ott 

Cine; Dy witch theemimamcan, trace twins the 

differenti periods wrte its wexistence, awithoutany 

break of the view, .and@without beino soblig'd to 

form ~hejudea ots imelhtap licityeonmumben ten (pee 12016 
maces udea “oi the identity Of) an ‘object ‘through time cannot be 
a philosophical view of an object. Philosophically speaking, 
Cicmideajot the obgect musts pep mult ind yalds lamorderr toepe 
Conceave diaty oneerm asiiexastent aniitheses twoe datereremt points 
Srmuines se ine conceivan: aneob ecte tomex 1sitatheo up nm tam er we 
recenve* ayserves) off impresstonsmin which thepobgect! tio which 
Neva berabute! duration) alwayswappears thetsamesypihus,oe series 
Of np LessiOnse dss takengito, bebonemobiecteawhent ihe mind 1s not 
hop ioddewortorm the adeasor multiplicity oerriumber’ an regard 
Co ‘thaitgoby ect: 

Thesfactethat»=we have anvidealorithenduration; of an.object 
is 2npertantetonHumetsi explanation) ol iyhya@we suppose that’ ob= 
jectsahaveiindependentycontinuedwexistences mWelbanter from the 
facts thateanyobgect hasicontunvuedyexastencepingithe pasti tat 
gesnmadax,obyect of which? webhaverantnntéerrupted perception 
adsophasaalcontanucdsecxistencet@ Wenthusgimaginesthaty objects 
epneinue to existrwhen ithevearemnotebeingepercenvedt imi ttis 
the conception of an object as having identity through time 
Andeastexastingswhencitais noti beingeperceimedothats ishcommon- 


ly understood both by the vulgar, and by philosophers in their 


unphilosophical moments. 
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mus. Co thergquestions what 1s)an object; we Can give 
TOUY faniswors:! (1) “lt is either an impression vor ‘an idea. 

(ee Teas alcomplex of ampress ion or Wdeas’ closel yuna tied 
WAC ew nnd jr'CS)2 Git. VsMastsenie sMorimnpress ions ommadeas 
taken by the mind’ ‘to ‘be someMobyect* having duration: PeCgerrlt 
is what in ordinary discourse we attribute independent exist- 
ence: CO. 

Werxcanm now-faderess: thevquesta on} lot what! as) to icone eave 
of an-object as having existence. I’ have already ‘stressed 
BaeMiactithat Humer'thinks that everythingtiwet conceiveor we 
GCOnGea Ver Olgas exe stan.” THe Vsomciaims. thaw weicannot ‘con- 
GomivesGre anv ikinds Oa Ox US CeleGes Dikkwor tthose, percep ulonse that 
havea ppearedislO “Use ime themunaverses: ior heramacti nation: 8(p.e6 8 ).. 

heiar thesiy welicani col lowards a CconcepiPonmos 

exmcovnalvObj eces, whens suppos.d wepec thrall dy 

db se newt: Hc OnMOUuI perceptions: 71'S) -LO form a 

Teporive idea .ot them without wrerending \to 

conmpmehenda thew relate diMobpweots.ee General liv 

Speaking wevdo not suppose’ them specitically 

dine rents ‘birt. onl yatatiribu ver aco: tahens dat per- 

ent Lelativons, Connexions and durations. But 

Ot teh ssinorertuliy,. hereaiier ei. OS5 
Thus? conceiwans) OLMant Objectt ash existing (is dihherentirrom 
Gonceivming tot. wis havinbsexternaly om jndependent? continuing 
existences: Thisiasiiconpatibite with Humes: claam thatthe 
ideas mand! dmpressionsr of fopyie cts tconceiivedwanit hey amagina- 
thon’ are) norditierent Smitheim tanner of exastence than: those 
Lomnhichsiwenat tributeiireal® exis tence.) *What he means byathas 
isegietethere 1S no Change mn the ideavor the object when, it 


1S Ome el Veds ds. cs Line sdaWwhenott wo COnceay ed sas. rea lly 


Sxrecine. the idea remains the same.  What..changes sare the 
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Fela ONS WE Bttrabule@ to its 

Hume explains that when we attribute independent exist- 
encertOMan’ object * wes attribute to it the relation of idéen-— 
tityawi tha préevrousdiy exastine ob, ects  Welalso postulate 
a series of objects or impressions to fill the gap between 
that previously existing object and the present object. We 
Maker this = postulataon on thes basis» otvoureprevi ous expera— 
ence OfPobyectss having duration. -* This epostulaed onehnelps ius 
comresolveswhat would-otherwi se*bei a’ contradiction ins our 
expergence. [he contradictiom arises when ithe inacinatron 
takeseewo sob) ects ocecurrine at ditterent? times to. be the 
Sameu buts Cannoteacnore the facts thattsinces they etcurrediat 
difrerene times they emus t@besdifferenttopy ects: Sinworder to 
TeSOlVe Chis’ contradiction Ate imacines#that the sop ectevecxas t- 
ed When mt + was4not beane» perceived: 

Inase pos tulation#of@an Unpercernvedropy ect’ 1s) based "on 
Peasconsngepy aekind*or analogy trom Ourepast “experience OF 
eb ectss having duracion. “Bute anysobjeres thatecxists over 
time: 1S NOLnINne bUt a4serives! OT ObyectSwvOrMampressil0nse® 1nus., 
Humeemust nor only) take*clusters@oriimpressionsa to» bevone 
Ppycet maseine the eascnot the melonvor the peac, he wmust alse 
take series of impression to be one continuing object.” 
Peaconings by anglogy*iromras previous Seriéstot impressions, 


the perceiver fills in the gap of subsequent series that are 


>price, External World, Chapters alll anges) rice: arcues 
that Hume's account of 2n object: is circular. 
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very Similar to the previously observed series but which 
have gaps. Thus, having repeatedly observed a series of 
impressions of the past of the sort AAAAAAAA, when confront- 
Copenh .theiseniessAAN PAA wthe Imnacinationstilds aingethe 
Message impressions. glt.reasens iin whe wametway, in) laine) 
TUeeheveapsLOreseries (bore obviects) vthatwchancewoversiinc. 
DiMis  sexpervence on whe sex nessARCUERGaWillet Leadethe anaes — 
Daclou sco spOstul estes thepmissiic@t bed nithewsenies sABCDs VC 

snd Chee lSSinoe RGN Gin the tservesm(orwobgect) Aga EEGawand 
Sp On, 

Louse inna ttributanowthes relationgotardentatyntowtw Oud ick— 
FepenteoOnj ects appearing at diftenrentgtines, didgimacining 
Phat ObVeEGt «LOnhave exis bed hvinalheninterim =? athes mpd ona tion 
Toma. 6eRtOLconceive obethe continued sandependen&hexis tence 
CmeODCGls waabU tthe. ded 60 i UICMOb LGC Usel OmWiitch allie andes 
tt veused Lari buned -LSUnot suspeGisel Ca albvedi herent  eRnom Wiest 
ViaewOmLcd abe: kt Ohne pdentitys ne lat won ewes teattnibuteds to 
them. Thus: Cheyimaginationsmeay conceive sor ethesred exis t= 
ence jof obj.ects.wand when at doeswthus -iepconceives’ of them 
as having di fterent rwelationsythangwhen 16 mene Lyeconceives 
thevobsects 44S existing. 

An.obiectuhassrealsexistencepiun gthees econd, phelosoph pec al 
Sensei £ Wit sis part of.theigs ystemeoi, tmpressi0n son pohe enien= 


Ory cand senses... on pant.of the isystem connected, to, that 
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Sysvem, Dy “the *relatron'’of cause "and errecur We ithus’ con- 


ceive of an object as having real existence if we conceive 
Or It "as part “or “one, of these “systems. 

What’ rs 1t then; to veonsider both“sides *of the -ques tion 
GEewiether “an "Obj CCl, "eEx1 Sts sor mot? “VOnenume so account mrt 
would require that “on the one hand; ‘we conceive of an “object 
asPexTSting, “and "on "the *other hands *thatawe COncel vero it 
Po PIOu ex rStriy. LO. COnce tye Ol "ail ObyeCumaSme xis timp yr is 
SVeherm co ust CONCELVe? OL TUM am tots "case Me 41s ecOncemed 
aS MelLe Ly CxXiSting) Or tO CONCEIVE! Cie NC Pas Navanc@cer tain 
Felaeions corotner Obyects. MFo conecerve lor an onyect as mot 
Sxisting, Chen, would: be tor somehow mot comcerve ol 1t'at 
fone Of uO CONCEIVE Ol “lt, asmuaciinomcen tad i) re la GarOlse tO 
Gther OpTectse “HOWeVvers NOL tO -€Oncevye, OF alleODPeCt 1s 
Neurequivalent tO CcONnCetVINe OnrTit as NOG Cx1S tlie.) Ande CO 
GConuceiveroOr an OD TECT as’ NOteMNeT ely crise Ine wan VO lve sunaseon 
tTradl1culon. Simcoe cO CONCCIVe™ Oteanweoby cee at! al lease to con— 
Cetve-o: #£t as Merely eExastings” Phhise conceiving own 
Object as NOC™exisStingsawould™= involve Concelvine Of it =as 
MecelvVecGLsting and’ not merely existinerat the Ssane=tame, 
Whech 1s impossible. 

Hume Glaims’ that when we™=COonce1ve Ore an” obyect= as not 
Wivtie existence me eoxc luce: 1t.. LrOli@al i= crMmes™ales places sin) 
Wied Wt 1s Supposed *not CovexisSc” Ip toe ener US alear 


that’ existence and non-existence imply “both of them “an* idea 


See Pps 2 OwavOve. 
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Ore eObJectiin Tho Concer ver toanvobyect wat a partacular 
Lime ands places involwesconcei vingiotr/iteasy havime certain 
melationss tolother) objectsey ‘Concer viney oimiate acy notlexist— 
Meet those: times’ and pal ces, i ithengs involvesmiconeei ving oF 
boasinot» having certain) relations toi thoser objects: ¥We 
Shouddnnote, that Hume doesenot think that, conceiving of “an 
Ob} CCtias NOtmexis Tinceumvolvcsmexcludancaniee arom, ale mames 
ands pitices; but On lyaiwomp those? tameswand wplacess wheres i tz is 
noOtesuUppOsed WoO ex SiteS Mii siismCconsiS emia wrthy aise x Siting 
ate Some tame vandtiplace whereemtesS SUPPOSsedestOliexast ,achor 
Cxanplenmwat. presen Thyme ehevap igi tee use pity Ts epOSSa bento 
SOmectwes Ota mer city “exus tilngiob7 eat. aspmote haxmae isomey other 
kids Ore relatmons,enot) having theprelations thatwankwundepend- 
entlyrexis tines objectywoulds hay esgn ors nets hav inet they relations 
thatpamcause: ox tebthecty would. haves 

Inforder to wnderstandihow, wemwouldreoncelvesvor ‘an iobyject 
that existed in some way as being different from an object 
nia tid Vdwnot seni Sit) ime Chathiwayee te wil iethed pi -toliconsaders what 
Homer say seabouty judgume dititenences. waiume doesinotaconss dex 
miimerence guombenay nelat tontey Hepconsidenss Til rT athermasy 2: 
liecatiionsior re labionimthaneas fame moymea leko neposastime” 
(fl bid) Bet Hes cat nismythat yar fhemenGcemis sofepwoidsignds ms ioppos'd 
eichers tos identatw ommesembdance... The whi nstayisriea lied 
di fferencerofanumberswithe) other? of) kind yiQl bid ye 

foeiconcel Vesof twos objects asr-being¢adaint terent: fromiione 
anoinerye thenee a's toy fads thar jit heristheyedo, not¥ nes embse 


each other sufficiently, or that the one object is not 
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Toci@Lcd wlth, the others wl fconcciyvingsOtan object as 
PemetyrexlS ting, then involves. conceiving, it as uhavings. a 
Certain relation of identity with a previously existing ob- 
ject, conceiving it as not having real existence would, pre- 
Sumabhy, De“ tOMCONcCeiI Vel ttsasenot having tie alleged relation 
Creer enuney: 

Thus, although we cannot conceive of something as not 
CMmuStiie. SUNnce sin Conceiving Orrany thine we conceive Of pt 
domexLs EANioe “WO VGN =Cacl ly rCOnCcoIvie Ob =SOMe ex Us@ile wUhtnoumds 
Noe wa viInigeanveslermalvexverence. ili ine considerine both sides 
OPMPENCEGUCST Lon swe Pimapinve “an YObyeCce both’ to have external 
existence tand mot to have “external existence ,? then we will’ be- 
BUG Gemwiiveneyer "proposilion sitmpkes us wiehs the greater aorce. 

But Hil eondedu. flO COonGelve "OL fan robsyiect. as= not havin real 
exams Gente Gnu fis necessary. Lornudverthateatas not Similar “in 
some #respect etoltanother oby ect.s) Therevare twoeways vin *which 
aimeeby ect tiiays bewMconicenvVediiot, aSmhavinommedl existence. +" Tt 
may dbe conceived totrias hawinge.certain,causalgréelations: ‘to 
Other objects or atimay be conceivedsofraswhavings certain ‘ré- 
la tionseot sidentaty wath; othermobyects Vand thus toftexis ting 
independent of the-mind!)) Theiweye inawhichwwetconce iv éd of 
ainuobs) ect tis) note havanes real. existence would depend on which 
picture we onpared, thathobjiect to.coicgwercompared amjobyect 
toma poucmure ot sthegiseniecmkindios objcet shaving causal rela= 
tions we might,.conceiver ofathepfirsteobjyectwas inot having any 
Calisad. relations, and thus, of moe belnopreal. “Sli we compared 


thessame object to a picture of an object having certain 
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Cetorions, Of S¢dent ity to previously, existing sob jects, we 
might conceive of our object as not having real (independent) 
Spero rence. 

How, could we be mistakensim believing (that an object jhas 
Rede sexi SLOnce, Ol GS eCleameugata ast rat as riime: 1S)  Goncermed 
Wesares.alwaysomistaken. inoubelrevine thatean ob ect bas ande= 
Deuce CONT SLONCOM DDeerUE sl) CL eB lito s) sLSmameunente nest — 
TUGeSCNSe .Inewoien bedietusetalse, The interesting Sense 
POceUrSeWhehneWenatitributes Causaiesrel ations scoop ectsa that are 
ROrEtRUCHCAUS ECS 5 Presumably thiswWOUlLdmOCCUm,, Whenebasane our 
€ouciusions Onyreflecti Onsmmwaccond ance mwuthethescenenal rules 
Dy¥awhiechatoe judge. of “cause and ~itect would wreldua .ditierent 
conclusion.° 

TOoshaveedatierentaadeas wiwan object thenyis to conceive 
the Same objec tad nh itwogdast ements SGiatrOns. 4) wi hOne .satuation 
mhelobjeer, becausevoty itisemelat onc av itip cothern.ob]ectsi.1s 
Meren,to have real existence. “Inv the other, situation the sane 
Obj ecemmdoesunotihaves these ime laGwonsi and mus. gtak en easignot 
hawin ov real@exas tence: adn tboithicases thoweverstthesobjyect is 
eoncer Ved@aseexisting: an shhe SensSemtha tut tateleastliexistsein 
ChesnindMasaaniGdea..G This? usthneiway on wht ch woonh sideswof 
the question are conceived. 

it is. one’ thing “to be sable to’ .conceive 'thathanrvobjectidoes 
now exast,. "Wt is another thing Cotbelveve Lowe Huneiteltis\us 


Whatemnots believing that something Yfexis ts"entariseme it: 15 not 
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Pomnave {the feelaneythat, compels use tonassent .yibuti not to 
believe ‘that X,yis', an general, not the same thing as believ- 
ing, Chat not= Cow Nonitdoes tthe lattericnoliow irom t hewtormer. 
My not believang that God ‘exists does not imply my believing 
my believing ithat:'God doesnot exist .— Etuas possibile, how- 
evedw, ythat Humesttook ithemtwoto ibexequivalentia. If he idid; 
then he thought that in merely conceiving something we were 
dissenting <bromtth). (inethisecase jhe wwouldy have 'beén table sto 
make no) distinction between merely fentertaining an, idea, and 
hokdingin negative theia eremBintiinhs swords leads to “theiab'suxd> 
ikeye ivan im ane welyanenier tama thet thought ithat tGod, hadrirea | 
Coase CITC amas. Cha. VrLOL 1b elatev Ina Miweswouldihe: demvya mottha tHe 
Teal teas eden 114 do: <0 Gathanrkest hat Hume, svelid cthais! vaew.ee The 
Seite, Ose ie spassage =quOLed above. (Dp. 95) iesmthet an conce1y— 
doe Dot stdes; Of hey question werares suspending belie, and 
Wait 1) ceemOmvOneaSIdCmtOn St hens mores tOrcoemulily than the 
other. 

Humes problem 2s thatvhe gives us. no account of how in 
Conceiwin@sor al Obj ect. a5 MOtahaving Teaieexistence.) what 
Conceperon cal: pe Waivery and VivactOusmanGm thus result in. or 
EOjctITUte beliet.) win Chis cCasehtnere. a5 no present, ampres— 
sion to enliven the idea, nor relation of causation to neces- 
Sitacverit .)iNOTr as already areuced> tees this, conception toldow 
licgtiealiy froma ibeélict thateis: vivacious.) Vhus.) even though 
we conceive of an object as not having: real existence, it seems 
we could never believe 1t to beso, There would’ never be any 


reason to prerer the UNVivacious conception of am object not 
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having preal jexistence to the» unvivacious conception of an 
ObyectwhavingsrTeal existence, 

Inhis,e wer could Never) haverd Vivacious idea: to) the eftect 
thee the Pesasusp thatecxtstsaanour- minds does not nave real 
existence. For this reason we must. conclude that ‘Humes 
EnecOrvVe Ore pelscagis tauaaequate, te Claims: that belvers an 
Heads Curs Pences “Arcestrongy andmarorcetiiabyavintue Of the re- 
RsctOnwOL eCauSauLony thaw Ouvesi T1Se;tO Boren and: by, vairtucs oF 
cles present Mp KesSsiOlcet OMWilelmcheyi ane related) iBut, be- 
igterementallLedunninenee concepipimine belacrsi ja keys Pecasus ;does 
NOt Nady ecarcals Cxis tence mado OL, Mil anys ODV10uUss Wayne Gerive 
Seroneun gidy wuvacbuy  fnOm Enese sOouUnces.® EBUL Hume gives ino 
alter namie explanation O02 where SUCH Delilers, Could “derive 
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